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Current Topics. 


Courts Leet. 

Tue ANcrENT seignorial police-court called ‘‘a court leet” 
began to lose its importance in the fourteenth century, and 
though no legislation was directed against it, it was gradually 
superseded by the courts held by the justices of the peace. It 
will, therefore, be a matter of surprise to many that the annual 
court leet of the Manor and Liberty of Savoy, which dates back 
some seven hundred years, met a few days ago at St. Clement 


.| Danes Vestry Hall, the high steward of the manor presiding. 


It i that the jurisdiction of this court extends from the 
Middle Temple to the Hotel Cecil and the Lyceum Theatre. 
The jury are empanelled one month after Easter, and serve for 
a year from that date, and the court is held for the purpose of 
preventing small offences in the nature of a common nuisance 
which require immediate attention and redress. The jury who 
served during the ¥ year had dealt with the aes of the 
removal of several boundary marks, particularly with those 
removed in the case of the Hotel Cecil and the Lyceum Theatre. 
The court has still the power to impose fines for certain offences, 
such as the stopping up of ways, though it is scarcely necessary 
to —o its rights and duties have of late years been materially 
reduced. 


Payment of Cheque—Proof of Identity of Payee. 


Any oNvE who has ae of the formalities attending a 
transfer of Consols and other public stocks at the Bank of 
England must often have wondered how business could be 
carried on if the same formalities were observed in the payment 
of cheques to peroset the banks upon whom they are drawn. 
A cheque is presented to the cashier of a bank requiring the 
bank to pay Wrut1am Jonsgs or order a stated sum. How is the 
bank to satisfy itself that the bearer of the cheque, supposing it 
to be unindorsed, is the ‘‘ Witt1am Jongs”’ mentioned in the 
cheque. It may be said that the legal presumption is that he is 
the Wixu1aM Jonzs mentioned in the cheque, but the bank must 
pay or refuse to pay him at its own risk, and we cannot think 
that there was ever any period in the history of banking when 
he was required to prove his identity by some person known to 
the bank. The common practice at the present day is to require 
the ostensible payee to sign his name on the back of the cheque 
and then to pay the amount. It is suggested that this indorse- 
ment, if forged, will protect the banker under section 60 of the 
Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, but the practice dates from a period 
earlier that the Act, and was probably intended to intimidate a 
wrongful holder of a cheque by obtaining proof that he had 


been guilty of forgery. 


The Public Trustee Bill and its Apologists. 


Ir 1s starep that the promoters of the Public Trustee and 
Executor Bill have assured the Bankers’ Association and the 
Law Society that nothing is further from their desire than to 
interfere with the legitimate professional interests of bankers, 
solicitors, and others, and they have ote to explain why 
the clause which was intended to safeguard these interests was 
struck out by the Standing Committee on Law. This was done, 
it seems, because, since the House of Commons had decided to 
guarantee the integrity of the public trustee and the safety of the 
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discretion; and no idea was expressed that all the trust 
accounts would be kept with the Bank of England. Of course 
no importance will be attached to these excuses. The opposition 
to the Bill is founded in the main upon the inconvenience which 
a change from private trustees to a public trustee will cause to 
beneficiaries, and but little on the probable injury to professional 
interests. But if the promoters of the Bill had really wished to 
conciliate the professional classes who have the greatest experi- 
ence in the administration of trusts, this could have been better 
done by preventing the mutilation of the Bill in Committee. 
The statement referred to also represents that the Bill is substan- 
tially the same as that which the Lord Chancellor carried 
through the Upper House in 1889 and 1+90, with the concurrence 
of Lord Herscueri and all the law lords, Whether this is 
strictly accurate we cannot say, but it is quite immaterial. Since 
that time there has been an inquiry into the administration of 
trusts by the Select Committee of 1895, and this resulted in the 
Judicial Trustees Act, 1896. That is, the scheme for a public 
trustee was deliberately set aside, and the system of judicial 
trustees established instead. The present Bill is an attempt, 
without further inquiry, to go behind the report of 1895. 


The Insurance Fund under the Land Transfer Acts. 

At THE close of last sittings Kexewion, J., decided in 
Attorney-General v. Odell (Times, 20th April) a very important 
question as to the practical application of the indemnity clause— 
section 7—of the Land Transfer Act, 1897. The facts of the 
case were as follows: On the 7th of December, 1901, Mrs. 
ConNELL was registered as proprietor of a charge on certain 
registered property at Notting Hill. The charge was originally 
for £350, but it was reduced to £300. In February, 1903, Mrs. 
Connz11’s solicitor entered into negotiations with one OpELL 
for a transfer of the charge, and Opzxt, after investigating the 
title, agreed to take the transfer. On the 23rd of February 
OpEtt paid £300 to Mrs. Connexx’s solicitor in pursuance of a 
written authority purporting to be signed by her, and received in 
exchange an instrument of transfer also purporting to be signed by 
Mrs. ConngLi. This transfer was registered in due course. Both 
the authority, however, and the transfer were forgeries, and as soon 
as Mrs. ConnELL discovered the fraud she applied for an order for 
the rectification of the register, and an order was made in June, 
1904, by Kexewicu, J., for removing OpzL1’s name and restoring 
Mrs. Connett’s. We have all been led to believe that the much- 
advertised system of registration of title gave a sure guarantee 
against loss under such circumstances as the above, and that, 
indeed, it was just to meet such cases that the insurance fund 
was established. Ovgx1 accordingly applied to the registrar under 
sub-section 5 of section 7 of the Act of 1897 to determine whether 
a right to indemnity bad arisen under the section and to award 
indemnity. The registrar decided in his favour, and it is alittle 
surprising that the Treasury did not at once act upon his 
decision and pay the amount awarded. But the authorities 
while ready to take advantage of the indemnity fund as a reason 
in favour of registration, do not appear to be willing to 
administer the fund in a generous spirit, and accordingly they 
appealed to the court against the registrar’s award. 


The Administration of the Insurance Fund. 


Section 7 of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, deals in a series of 
sub-sections with the cases in which, and the conditions under 
which, indemnity can be awarded out of the insurance fund. 
Sub-section 3 contains the general provision that “a person 
shall not be entitled to indemnity for any loss where he has caused 
or substantially contributed to, the loss by his act, neglect or 
default,” and sub-section 4 provides that where the register is 
rectified under the Act of 1875 “by reason of fraud or mistake 
which has occurred in a registered disposition for valuable con- 
sideration, and which the grantee was not aware of and could 
not by the exercise of reasonable care have discovered, the 
person suffering loss by the rectification shall likewise be 
entitled to indemnity under this section.” The word “ like- 
wise” refers to the earlier provision for indemnity where the 
register cannot be rectified. The above circumstances appear to 
raise an obvious case for indemnity under sub-section 4. There 
had been fraud in a registered disposition for valuable 
consideration, and the register had been rectified by 
reason of the fraud, Mrs. Connex had been replaced on 





the register and Opztt had been taken off. But the 
Treasury contended that he was debarred by the conditions 
introduced into sub-sections 3 and 4. Under sub-section 3 he 
would not be entitled to indemnity if he had caused or sub- 
stantially contributed to the loss by his act, neglect, or default ; 
and under sub-section 4 he had to shew that he was not aware 
of, and could not by the exercise of reasonable care have dis- 
covered, the fraud. And it was also contended that OpeLt had 
not suffered loss “by the rectification” of the register, but 
through the forgery. It is not surprising that Kexewicu, J., 
regarded the latter contention as giving too narrow a construc- 
tion to the section, and held also that no conduct could be imputed 
to OprLt which would deprive him of his right to indemnity. 
There had -been no neglect or default on his part, and the 
Treasury seem to have been driven to the argument that he 
had contributed to the loss by the “act” of handing in the 
transfer for registration. Had the court countenanced this 
reasoning there would have been few cases left where it would 
have been possible to claim indemnity. The decision is perhaps 
chiefly important as shewing that the Treasury are likely to 
contest every claim which is made upon the insurance fund, and 
when the fund is used in future as an argument for registration 
of title the grudging spirit in which the Treasury administer it 
should be remembered. 


Security for Costs. 

In a recent case of Blind v. Spenser, in which a schoolboy 
brought an unsuccessful action for libel by his next friend 
against the master of a school, the plaintiff applied to the 
Court of Appeal for a new trial. Upon an application that the 
plaintiff should give security for the defendant’s costs, it was 
stated on behalf of the defendant that he had already incurred 
costs to the amount of £300, and that his costs in the Court of 
Appeal would certainly amount to an additional £100, inasmuch as 
a shorthand writer’s note of the evidence wouldhave to be procured. 
It is not easy to extract a satisfactory principle from the cases 
relating to security for costs, especially from those cases where 
the application for security is mainly on account of the poverty 
of the plaintiff. It has repeatedly been laid down that the 
plaintiff will not be compelled to give security for costs merely 
because he is a pauper, or bankrupt, or insolvent. But a 
plaintiff has been ordered to give security for costs when he was 
not only in insolvent circumstances, but brought the action, not 
for his own benefit, but for that of assignees to whom he had 
assigned his property in trust for the benefit of his creditors. 
The cases where the plaintiff is not the real dominus litis may 
explain the provision in section 69 of the Companies Act, 1862, 
which enacts that where a limited company is plaintiff in any 
action a judge having jurisdiction in the matter may, if it 
appears by credible testimony that there is reason to believe that 
if the defendant be successful in his defence the assets of 
the company will be insufficient to pay his costs, require security 
to be given. We may gather from these authorities that the 
court has shrunk from adopting a rule which, rigidly interpreted, 
would prevent poor men from taking proceedings against 
their wealthier fellow citizens, and has only ordered security in 
certain exceptional cases. Where, however, there has been 
judgment for the defendant, and the plaintiff brings an appeal 
from this judgment, the court is more willing to order him to 
give security for the costs of the appeal as distinct from the 
costs previously incurred. There is, however, the same reluct- 
ance to grant the application simply on account of the poverty 
of the plaintiff. And it has been the practice where security is 
ordered to limit it to a particular sum. This sum has been 
ordinarily fixed at £20. ‘To suppose that such a sum will really 
secure the opposite party against the expense which he may 
incur from an unsuccessful appeal is of course out of the ques- 
tion. We can only suppose that this somewhat illusory security 
is ordered as a test of the bond fides of the appellaift, and as some 
slight check against vexatious litigation. The Court of Appeal 
in Blind v. Spenser ordered the plaintiff to give security in the 
sum of £75, which is a decided advance on the customary amount. 


Notice of Appearance to Writ by Unqualified 
Person. 
Tne case of Re Ainsworth, Ex parte The Law Society, decided 
by the Divisional Court on the Ard of April, is one of much 
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interest to legal practitioners and others who have heard that 
the efforts of unqualified persons to act as solicitors continue to 
increase. In the case of Duke v. Moorcroft (L. R, 5 Q. B. 76), 
decided under the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, which 
contains provisions with respect to the mode of entering appear- 
ances similar to those in the Judicature Rules, the Court of 
Queen’s Bench held that the appearance in person by a 
defendant to a writ of summons need not be by the own proper 
person of the defendant; in other words, that the defendant 
need not attend personally for the purpose of entering the 
appearance, and that the memorandum required upon entering 
an appearance might be delivered to the officer by a third 
person duly authorized on the defendant’s behalf. The reason 
given by the Court of Queen’s Bench for their decision was that 
to require upon an appearance in person that everything should 
be done by the defendant himself would impose great incon- 
venience on a defendant living at a distance or prevented by some 
good cause from attending, but Bracksurn, J., in his judgment, 
took occasion to observe : ‘‘ If unqualified persons take advantage 
of this decision, and in effect act as attorneys, proceedings can be 
taken against them.”’ In the case of Re Ainsworth an appear- 
ance was entered to a writ, the memorandum of appearance 
being in the proper form and signed by the defendant as 
“defendant in person.” On the same day AinsworTuH, who was 
an auctioneer and valuer, and at that time engaged in valuing 
premises belonging to the defendant for him, sent by post to the 
solicitors for the plaintiff a notice of appearance stating that he 
had entered an appearance for the defendant, and that the 
defendant required delivery of a statement of claim. This 
notice was signed Hxrnry ArnswortH, agent for JosEPH 
GrEznatcH (the defendant). The Law Society then moved 
for a writ of attachment against Ainsworth for contempt 
of court, in having acted as a solicitor without being duly 
qualified. It will be observed that the question was not 
whether the appearance was good, but whether the notice of 
appearance was a ‘‘proceedingin the action” which had been taken 
by an unqualified person. ArnswortH having expressed his regret 
for what he had done, and having offered to pay the costs of the 
application, the Divisional Court accepted his apology, but were 
clearly of opinion that he had taken a step which could only be 
properly taken by a solicitor. We think that this opinion will 
meet with general acceptance. The law, without encouraging a 
suitor to conduct his proceedings in person, allows him to do so, 
and it would not be easy to prevent him from availing himself 
of the advice and assistance of friends more experienced than he 
may happen to be. But it is quite unnecessary that this 
privilege should enable him to hand over the conduct of the 
proceedings to agents who, without being qualified as solicitors, 
readily act in that capacity, and who would be willing to offer 
their services to those who have an unreasoning prejudice 
against duly qualified practitioners. 


The Workmen’s Compensation Acts. 


Tux Courr of Appeal have again been considering their old 
puzzle, What is a warehouse? In Buckingham v. Mayor of 
Fulham the applicant for compensation under the Workmen's 
Compensation Act was employed in a yard which was described 
by the county court judge as a general dumping ground 
for depositing material, both waste and otherwise, used 
by the respondent corporation in carrying out their duties. 
This yard is almost two acres in extent. It is bounded 
on one side by some railway arches open to the yard. In 
the yard are a blacksmith’s shop and some stables, and 
it is used by the servants of the corporation for many 
purposes, as for sharpening tools, repairing carts, and painting 
various things. The greater part of the yard, however, seems 
to be taken up by large heaps of old wood-paving, old scrap 
iron, and other waste; while under the arches is stored a} 
quantity of cement. The applicant was injured while engaged 
in shifting old iron which was blocking the access to part of the 
yard. The question was whether his employment was an employ- 
ment to which the Act applied. The county court judge decided 
that it was not, but the Court of Appeal were asked to overrule 
this decision and say that a yard was a “warehouse” within 
the Act. This is a word which has defied definition, and 





is one of the most ambiguous and unsatisfactory in the whole 


Act—which is saying a great deal. It has already been decided 
that a yard may be a warehouse, although it will strike the ° 
ordinary man as strange that any place without a roof can be a 
“house ” at all. But in all cases it seems that a place decided 
to be a warehouse has been used for storing for sale or 
for some other commercial purpose. Here the things were 
for the most part put on the ground. merely to get rid 
of them; but advantage was taken of the fact that the 
old wood-paving was sometimes sold to firewood dealers to argue 
that the yard was used for storing goods for sale. The Court of 
Appeal, however, would not accept this, as the waste was 
mi § not in the way of trade, but merely to get rid of it, 
and upheld the decision appealed against. This time, there- 
fore, common sense seems to have triumphed. But the 
unfortunate word “warehouse” is not done with yet, and 
will put many a guinea into the pockets of the profession 
before we have heard the last of it. The amending Bill 
now before Parliament does not seem likely to clear up this 
difficulty. It makes no attempt to define the word. It merely 
provides that it shall include ‘‘any premises used solely or 
mainly for the storage of goods in connection with or ancillary 
to a retail business, whether included in the building in which 
the retail business is carried on or not.” This will alter the 
law as laid down in Burr v. Whiteley (47 W. R. 500; 1899, 1 
Q. B. 773), which decided that Messrs. Wurre.ry’s stock-rooms, 
in which goods were stocked in order to be sold in the shops as 
required, were not a ‘‘ warehouse” within the Act. The new 
definition will apparently constitute every little back-room or 
attic in which a small shopkeeper may keep his stock a ware- 
house. It will certainly, therefore, bring in a large number of 
premises now excluded, but it will do little to help us to know 
what a ‘‘ warehouse” really is. 


The Genuineness of Share Certificates. 

One or the financial papers has recently published an article 
in which it complains that, according to the interpretation placed 
upon the existing law, a share certificate is of little value as the 
test or badge of the ownership of shares, and that any one who 
acquires what purports to be a share certificate cannot without 
interrogating the directors and cross-examining the secretary 
ascertain whether the document is genuine or not. The writer 
refers to a case of Harwits v. Smith, Patterson, § Co. (Limited), 
tried last February at the Newcastle Assizes, in which it appeared 
that a lady shareholder had obtained from her bank an advance 
on the security of a sbare certificate accompanied by a blank 
transfer. She then went to the office of the company and made 
a declaration that her certificate had been burnt and obtained a 
duplicate certificate, giving an indemnity to the company. 
The lady then sold the shares on the strength of this 
duplicate certificate, and the purchaser was registered. Sub- 
sequently the bank executed and presented its transfer, when it 
discovered that the shares had already been sold. It was held 
that the company were in no way responsible. The writer goes 
on to complain that companies never insist upon the delivery of 
the certificates as a condition precedent to a transfer. But it 
must be remembered that shares and certificates are different 
things, and that an agreement to deliver shares is performed by 
the execution and delivery of a proper transfer. Actual delivery 
of the share certificates is not essential to the performance of such 
a contract. What the purchaser buys is an interest in the com- 
pany. If this interest has been once transferred and the 
transferee registered, the interest of the transferor has passed 
and eannot be claimed by any one who has obtained possession 
of the certificate. The certificate may be delivered though the 
shares are not delivered, and vice versd. 


Playing Cards on Sunday. 

WE ane rather surprised to read that an information was 
recently preferred before the justices for Brierley Hill, Stafford- 
shire, against a number of men, charging them with the offence 
that they, being either artificers or labourers, had played at cards 
in a private house on Sunday. The information was preferred 
under the Act 33 Hen. 8, c. 9. By section 16 of this Act it is 
enacted that no manner of artificer or craftsman of any handi- 
craft or occupation, husbandman, apprentice, labourer, servant 
at husbandry, journeyman, or servant of artificers, mariners, 
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fishermen, watermen, or any serving-man shall from the Feast 
of the Nativity of St. John Baptist play at the tables, tennis, 
* dice, cards, bowls, clash, coyting, log-citing, or any other un- 
lawful game, out of Christmas, under the pain of twenty 
shillings to be forfeit for every time, and in Christmas, to 
play at any of the said games in their masters’ houses, 
or in their masters’ presence. The justices, after hearing 
arguments for the prosecution and defence, imposed small 
penalties on the persons charged. We have an idea that 
many of those in the higher ranks of society who leave 
London for a week-end in the country spend their Sundays in 
playing “bridge.” Assuming that this is so, such persons, 
who “toil not neither do they spin,” would clearly not 
come within the Act, though we suppose that playing bridge is 
playing cards. But the Act of Henry VIII. is a specimen of 
class legislation which is wholly unsuited to the present times, 
aod we can hardly suppose that it will be long before it receives 
the attention of the Legislature. We confess we should rather 
like to see the fashionable bridge players placed on the same 
footing as artificers or labourers. 








Ancient Lights. 


Tue judgments delivered in the Court of Appeal in ine v. Jolly 
(ante, p. 164; 1905, 1 Ch. 480) contain an interesting discussion 
of the principle with regard to interference with ancient lights 
which was established by the decision of the House of Lords in 
Colle v. Home and Colonial Stores (1904, A. C. 179), and 
illustrate the difficulties which may still arise as to its practical 
application. Formerly the claim to light was sometimes 
advanced and supported in an extreme form, and the owner of 
the dominant tenement was considered to be entitled, as a right 
of property, to the whole of the light which had in fact entered 
his window during the statutory period of prescription. But 
the more moderate view was that, as well before as after the 
Prescription Act, 1833, the dominant tenement was only 
entitled to so much light as was necessary for its convenient 
occupation. This vicw was expressed by Jamzs, LJ., in 
Kelk v. Pearson (19 W. R. 665, L. R. 6 Ch. 811), who, after 
observing that the statute had not altered the pre- 
existing law as to the nature and extent of the right, 
observed: ‘“‘The nature and extent of the right before that 
statute was to have that amount of light through the windows 
of a house which was sufficient, according to the ordinary 
notions of mankind, for the comfortable use and enjoyment of 
that house as a dwelling-house, if it were a dwelling-house, or 
for the beneficial use and enjoyment of the house, if it were a 
warehouse, a shop, or other place of business. That was the 
extent of the easement—a right to prevent your neighbour from 
building upon his land so as to obstruct the access of sufficient 
light and air to such an extent as to render the house substan- 
tially less comfortable and enjoyable.” 

If the above passage be further explained by the rider that 
the question of detriment to the enjoyment of the house must 
be tested by the ordinary use to which the house is put, and not 
by any — use, it appears to represent the view which was 
ad y the House of Lords in Colls’ case; and it was further 
held in that case that, in order to make the interference with the 
light actionable, this must constitute a nuisance to the owner of 
the dominant tenement. The Lord Chancellor, for instance, 
pore ~ mage a8 that - light tiea owner had any sort 

ry right in the light itself which had access to 
his co. + Light, like air, is the common property of all, or, 
to speak more accurately, it is the common right of all to enjoy 
it, but it is the exclusive property of none,” and he reverted to 
the dictum of Lord Harpwioxe in Fishmongers Company v. East 
India Co, (1 Dick. 163): “It is not sufficient to say that it will 
alter the plaintiffs’ lights, for then no vacant piece of ground 
could be built on in the city, and here there will be seventeen feet 
distance, and the law says it must be so near as to be a nuisance.” 
Lord Macwacutew found the correct view stated by Bzsr, 0.J., in 
Back v. Stacey (2 C. & P. 465): ‘In order to give a right of action 
there must be a substantial privation of light, sufficient to render 
the oceupation of the house uncomfortable, and to prevent the 
plaintiff carrying on his accustomed business (that of a grocer) 


on the premises as beneficially as he had formerly done.” And 
Lord MacnacuTEn considered that this rule, laid down in 1826, 
applied equally after the Prescription Act, 1833, which, by 
section 3, confers an “absolute and indefeasible” right when 
“the access and use of light to and for any dwelling-house, 
workshop, or other building” has been actually enjoyed for 
twenty years without interruption. ‘The Act,” he said, 
“ neither enlarges the right of the dominant tenement nor adds 
to the burthen of the servient tenement.” 

To the same effect was the judgment of Lord Davey, who, 
like the Lord Chancellor, placed the interference with light on 
the footing of a nuisance, and laid down the rule that 
‘the owner or occupier of the dominant tenement is 
entitled to the uninterrupted access through his ancient 
windows of a quantity of light, the measure of which is 
what is required for the ordinary — of inhabitancy or 
business of the tenement according to the ordinary notions of 
mankind, and that the question for what purpose he has thought 
fit to use that light, or the mode in which he finds it convenient 
to arrange the internal structure of his tenement does not affect 
the question. The actual user will neither increase nor diminish 
the right. The single question in these cases is still what it was 
in the days of Lord Harpwicke and Lord Erpon—whether the 
obstruction complained of is a nuisance.” Lord Linpiey em- 
phasized the consideration that ‘‘ the purpose for which a person 
may desire to use a particular room or building in future does 
not either enlarge or diminish the easement which he has 
acquired.” And he observed that, in deciding whether the 
interference with light was such as to constitute a nuisance, light 
which came from other quarters, provided the dominant owner 
was entitled to it, could not be disregarded. 


In Kine v, Jolly (supra) the question before the Court of 
Appeal was how to apply the principle thus established by Colls’ 
case in a case where, although there had been a substantial 
diminution of the amount of light coming to a room so as to 
deprive it of its “charm,” the room was expressly found to be 
still ‘‘ well lighted.” The dominant tenement was a detached 
dwelling-house at Acton, in which the owner resided. The 
house had a morning-room which was lighted by two French 
windows of the same size—namely, 8ft. 8in. high and 4ft. wide, 
one looking west and the other looking north. Opposite the 
west window, at a distance of 27 feet away, the defendant had 
erected a house, but its position was such that, although it 
directly faced the greater part of the west window of the morn- 
ing-room, it did not cover the whole area of the window, 
but left a narrow vertical strip of window to the north not 
directly obstructed, while as regards the part of the window 
which was directly obstructed there was still left 
more than 45 degrees of unobstructed light. As to the effect 
upon the plaintiffs’ house the evidence of the expert witnesses was, 
as usual, conflicting. The plaintiff's witnesses estimated the 
depreciation in the letting value at from £20 to £25 a year, 
and in the selling value at £375 to £450. The defendant’s 
witnesses denied that there had been any pecuniary deprecia- 
tion. The finding of fact by Kexewicn, J., is shewn by the 
following - from his judgment: “The great cause of 
complaint has been of the obstruction of light to what has been 
called the morning-room. It was an exceptionally well-lighted 
room, and even now is well lighted; so that if the test were 
whether there is sufficient light left to enable the room to be 
used for the purposes for which it was designed there would be 
no further question. As I understand the judgments in the 
House of Lords, that is not the test, though it is a matter 
for consideration. I am convinced thatthe character of the room 
is altered, and that though still a well-lighted room, it has lost 
in the obstruction of light one of its chief charms and 
advantages. I have come to the conclusion that the obstruction 
of light to the morning-room is a nuisance within“the meaning 
of the authorities on that subject.” And the learned judge, 
who estimated the damages at £300 or £400, held that the 
proper remedy was not damages, but a mandatory injunction. 
his result obviously left a very neat point for the Oourt of 
Appeal. ~ hie knows the charm of a room which is specially 
well lighted. In the present case that charm had gone, but 





the room wage still ‘‘ well lighted” in the ordinary acceptation 
of the term. Under these circumstances, was the interference 
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with the light an actionable nuisance within the meaning 
of Colls’ case? Vauenan Wrtiuams and Srirune, LJJ., 
held that it was, and they affirmed the judgment of 
of Kexewicu, J., except that they considered the proper remedy 
to be damages, and not an injunction. Romer, L.J., differed. 
We will notice his dissentient judgment first. It expresses what 
seems to be the natural conclusion from the finding of Kexewiou, 
J., as to the facts. ‘‘ He holds as a fact,” said the Lord Justice, 
“that this is a well-lighted room still, and well lighted for the 
purposes for which that room was built, and the purpose for 
which that room was built we know was that of occupation as a 
morning-room for ordinary family domestic purposes. Therefore, 
this is, to my mind, a clear finding that, notwithstanding anything 
the defendant has done, the plaintiff still has—following the 
words in City of London Brewery Co. v. Tennant (L. R. 9 Ch., 
p. 216)—‘ sufficient light according to the ordinary notions of 
mankind for the comfortable use and enjoyment of his house as 
a dwelling-house,’ and of the morning-room in particular.” The 
room had lost its charm, but it had not lost, to a substantial 
extent, its light, and under these circumstances there had been 
no nuisance, 

As we have stated, this probably represents the natural view 
which would be taken of the application of the principle of Coils’ 
case to Mr. Justice Kexzwion’s finding of facts. Nuisance, even 
if taken as a technical term, may claim to rank as a strong word, 
and Lord Davey pointed out that in Aldred’s case (9 Rep. 576) the 
“hindrance of light” was treated in the same category as the 
nuisance of fouling the air by pig-styes. We doubt whether 
the true outcome of Coils’ case is that the dominant tenement is 
entitled to have left sufficient light not only for ordinary purposes 
of occupancy, but also to preserve the charm which an unusual 
amount of light has conferred upon it. However, the majority of 
the Court of Appeal have taken the contrary view, though it must 
be admitted that they did not expressly give so great an effect to 
the loss of the ‘‘ charm” ofthe room. Vavenan Wixu1aqs, L.J., 
observed that he did not understand Kzxewics, J., to mean that 
the mere fact that a room had lost its charm would be sufficient 
to constitute a cause of action, but only that the same obstruc- 
tion which had made the room less convenient and less comfort- 
able to use had also naturally diminished the charm of the room. 
But when it is said that an interference with light is a nuisance 
and actionable if—in the language of Kelk v. Pearson and other 
cases—it interferes with the comfortable use and enjoyment of a 
house, this has to be understood with reference to other state- 
ments of the amount of light to which the dominant tenement 
is entitled—in the words of Lord Davey in Colls’ case, the light 
required ‘‘ for the ordinary purposes of inhabitancy or business 
of the tenement according to the ordinary notions of mankind.” 
And a “well-lighted” room seems to safisfy this test, even 
though it has lost some of the light which formerly made it 
both a charming and a well-lighted room. The case exhibits a 
difference of — as to the practical effect of Colls’ case of 
which we are likely to hear more. 








Priorities Between Incumbrancers. 


In general, as is well known, a a age who obtains the legal 
estate is safe against prior equitable charges, but the recent 
decision of Joyor, J., in Berwick §& Co. v. Price (1905, 1 Ch. 
632) repeats the warning, contained in numerous former cases, 
that the circumstances under which the mortgagee obtains the 
legal estate must be such as to justify a court of equity in allow- 
ing him the advantage of it. ‘The contest usually arises when 
the deeds have been deposited by way of equitable security, and 
the subsequent legal mortgagee omits to make proper inquiry 
for them ; or, as the — was stated in Hewitt v. Loosemore 
(9 Hare, p. 456): “ Whether an equitable mortgagee by deposit 
of title-deeds is entitled to priority over a ag al 
mortgagee of the property comprised in the deeds, whe 
has not made all the inquiries after the deeds which 
could or might have been made.” And the answer which 
Turner, V.O., gave, upon the then state of the authorities, was 
that ‘‘a legal mortgagee is not to be postponed to a prior 
equitable one, upon the ground of his not having got in the title- 
deeds, unless there be fraud or gross and wilful negligence on 





his — The practical application of this rule was stated to 
be that the court would not impute fraud or gross or wilful 
negligence tothe mortgageeif he had bond fide inquired forthedeeds 
and a reasonable excuse had been given for their non-delivery ; 
but the court would impute fraud or gross and wilful negligence 
to him if he omitted all inquiry as to the deeds. And Turnzp, 
V.C., in justifying this penalty, observed that gross and wilful 
negligence amounted, in the eyes of the court, to fraud. 

In Northern Counties Insurance Co. v. Whipp (32 W. R. 626, 
26 Ch. D. 482), also, it was pointed out that, in the cases where 
a legal mortgagee who had made no inquiry for the title-deeds 
had been postponed to an equitable incumbrancer by deposit, 
this was upon the ground that the court considered the conduct 
of the mortg in making no inquiry to be evidence of a 
fraudulent intent to escape notice of a prior equity. But at the 
—— time there is less tendency to impute fraud where no 

aud in fact exists, and in Oliver v. Hinton (48 W. R. 3; 1899, 
2 Ch. 264) the matter was placed upon a fresh basis. ‘‘In 
order,” said Liypiey, M.R., in that case, ‘‘to deprive a 
purchaser for value without notice of a prior incumbrance of the 
protection of the legal estate I do not think it essential that he 
should have been guilty of fraud. It is sufficient that he 
should have been guilty of such gross negligence as to render it 
unjust to deprive the prior incumbrancer of his priority.” 

In Oliver v. Hinton (suprd) a purchaser for value without 
notice of any incumbrance took a conveyance of the legal estate 
in certain houses, but he did not require an abstract of title or 
production of the title-deeds. He did ask where the deeds were, 
and was told that they were in the possession of the vendor, but 
would not be delivered up, as they related to other property. In 
fact they had been deposited by way of equitable charge. The 
excuse for non-production was obviously insufficient, and the 

urchaser was postponed, notwithstanding that he acted in good 
faith. “The omission by a purchaser,” said Joycz, J., in 
the present case of Berwick §- Co. v. Price (supra), “‘ to investi- 

ate the title or to require delivery or production of the title- 
feeds is not to my mind either fraudulent or culpable, nor 
does it, since the judgment of Linptey, M.R., in Oliver v. 
Hinton, seem necessary to characterize it by any such epithet; 
but the consequence of such omission or wilful ignorance is that 
it is held to be unjust to prefer the purchaser to the previous 
mortgagee who has the deeds, although such mortgage be 
equitable and the purchaser have the legal estate.” This, indeed, 
represents the real ground for depriving the purchaser or legal 
mortgagee of the benefit of the legal estate. He has obtained it 
without proper inquiry after the indicia of ownership, and it is 
unjust that he should make others suffer for his neglect. Or, 
if a more technical reason is required, it is sufficient to say that 
the purchaser or legal mortgagee cannot claim to have taken 
without notice of the prior equity. His omission to make the 
inquiry, which would have resulted in his having actual notice of 
the prior equitable charge, gives him constructive notice of it. 

The case of Berwick § Co, v. Prics (supra) would have been 
merely an ordinary application of this principle, but for the fact 
that the solicitor who acted for the legal mortgagees had him- 
self deposited the title-deeds and was interested in concealing 
the fact. One Bennarr had in 1886 mortgaged two houses— 
Holmden and Ravendale—to Corserr, who was a solicitor, to 
secure £2,100. In the same year Cornerr deposited the deeds 
with his bankers by way of sub-mortgage to secure an overdraft. 
Subsequently Bennerr and Corserr concurred in creating a fresh 
legal mortgage of Holmden for £650 to Hotsroox (afterwards 
transferred to Price), and of Ravenpare for £550 to Wizsox 
(afterwards transferred to Sricer). These sums were paid to 
Corsert, and his mortgage debt thereby reduced to £900, for 
which Bennett gave him a second mortgage over both houses. 
The money was paid by Corserr to his banking account, but 
without informing the bankers where it came from. Cornerr 
acted throughout for all the mortgagees and transferees. 

Under these circumstances it was difficult to avoid i 
the transferees, Price and Sricsr, though they had taken the lien 
estate, to the bankers, who held the title-deeds. The only ground 
for not doing so was that the mortgagees and transferees had not 
acted personally, but had left the matter in Corserr’s hands. 
But, as Joyce, J., observed, “‘no one by delegating to an agent 
what he might do himself can place himself in a better position 
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than if he did the thing himself. If notice to an agent were | 
not notice to the principal, notice would be avoided in every case | 


by employing agents: per Norruineton, LO., in Sheldon 
v. Cox (2 Eden, p. 228).” Had the fresh mortgagees 
employed an independent solicitor, and had he made proper 
inquiries, the existence of the charge to the bank would have 
been discovered. The fact that this was not done, but that they 
employed Corszrt, who did not disclose the deposit of the deeds, 
was no reason for depriving the bank of the security which the 
een of the title-deeds gave them. The mortgagees, 

OLBROOK and WIxson, and their transferees, Prick and Spicer, 
had constructive notice of the deposit of deeds, and, upon the 
principle stated above, were not allowed to set up the legal estate 
against the prior equitable incumbrancers. 








Reviews. 


Easements, 


An EpiroME oF THE LAW RELATING TO EAsEMENTS. By T. T. 
BLYTH, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


This book gives concisely, and, we think, clearly, the leading princi- 
ples relating to easements—how they can be acquired and extin- 
ished, the extent of the rights which they confer, and the remedies 
or their disturbance. It is perhaps a little unusual to speak of the 
right which a mine-owner may have to let down the surface as an 
‘easement to let down land,” but the expression is apparently 
supported by a passage from the judgment of Lord Wensleydale 
in Rowbotham v. Wilson (8 H. L. C., p. 362), and it is countenanced by 
the recent decision of Warrington, J., in Sitwell v. Earl of Londesburough 
(53 W. R. 445), that, since a tenant for life is empowered to grant 
“‘an easement, right, or privilege” over the settled land, he can 
tt to the mineral owner the right to let down the surface of the 
settled land. The leading cases on the right to let down the surface 
are shortly stated. Recent litigation upon easements has been chiefly 
concerned with the right to light, and Mr. Blyth has pointed out 
how Colls v. Home and Colonial Stores (1904, A. C. 179) has settled the 
extent of the easement of light upon the basis of the dominant 
tenement being entitled to the amount of light required for its comfort- 
able occupation. The book forms one of a students’ series, and 
should be useful to those who wish for an outline of the law of 
easements. 





Books of the Week. 


The English Reports. Volume LI.: Rolls Courts IV., containing 
Beavan, vols. 13 to 17. William Green & Sons, Edinburgh ; Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). 

A Manual of the Practice of the Supreme Court of Judicature in 
the King’s Bench and Chancery Divisions, intended for the Use of 
Students and the Profession. By Joun InDERMAUR, Solicitor. 
Ninth Edition. By Cuaries TuwaireEs, Solicitor. Stevens & 
Haynes. 

The British Academy: Neutral Duties in a Maritime War, as 
Illustrated by Recent Events. By THomas Erskine Ho.anp, 
K.C., D.C.L. Henry Frowde. 








Judge Coventry has, says the Times, intimated that he will retire next 
month from the county court judgeship of No. 4 district, which includes 
Blackburn, Preston, Accrington, Blackpool, and Chorley. Judge Coventry 
has held the office nineteen years. 


The Parliamentary correspondent of the Times says that with reference 
to the apprehensions concerning the effect of the Public Trustee and 
Executor Bill, the promoters of the measure have assured the Bankers 
Association and the Incorporated Law Society that nothing is further 
from their desire than to interfere with the legitimate professional interests 
of bankers, solicitors, accountants, auctioneers, and the like. The Bill is 
substantially the same as that which the Lord Chancellor carried through 
the we ouse in 1889 and 1890, with the concurrence of Lord Herschell 
and the law lords; and the only clause in it to which the Standing 
Committee on Law took exception this session was that binding the public 
trustee to employ any particular firm of solicitors or bank if authorized by 

creator of any trust, or if required by a co-trustee, a beneficiary, or 

= of — . It was aaa _ as - House of Commons had 

guaran’ e integrit e public trustee and the eafety of 

the trust funds from the Consolidated Fund, it would be unwise to fetter 
the public trustee’s discretion ; but no idea was expressed that all the 
accounte should be kept with the Bank of England or withdrawn 
industrial centres where they can be usefully employed with ample 
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Correspondence. 


Office Copies. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Referring to the letter under this heading in your issue of the 
29th of April, p. 444, we find that the difference in the cost of a 
certified copy of a will and the cost of an office copy of a document 
filed at the Central Office is far more serious than appears from your 
correspondent’s letter. 

We have recently had to obtain a certified copy of a will which was 
just about one folio in length. The cost of obtaining a similar docu- 
ment filed at the Central Office would have been sixpence, but the cost 
at the Probate Registry was 12s., made up as follows :— 





s ¢, 
Search Fee 7 tiem bens jai a 
Stamped Sheet ... nals i a «- £ ® 
Copying ... ane dee ay 65% .. 2 6 
Certifying ces nee ae ade ~~ & 
Seal ae ast bis ioe oe . & 0 

12 0 


We wonder, with your correspondent, what reason or justification 
there can be for this difference in cost in the two cases. 

Another point is that the only stamp appearing on the certified 
copy of the will is the 1s. impressed stamp, so that a solicitor has 
nothing to shew his client that he has paid 12s. for what a client 
would naturally think only 1s. had been paid, whereas upon an office 
copy document obtained from the Central Office the whole cost paid 
appears in stamps. EMANUEL, RounpD, & NATHAN. 

27, Walbrook, E.C., May 16. 








Points to be Noted. 


Company Law. 


Deposit of Share Certificate to Secure a Loan—Transfer of 
Shares to Another Person.—A company’s articles provided that 
the company should not be bound to regard trusts affecting its shares, 
and that before registration of a transfer, the transfer should be left 
with the company ‘‘ with any evidence the company may require to 
prove the title of the transferor.” One Casmey was a servant of the 
company, and he deposited his certificate for shares and a transfer of 
them in blank with Rainford to secure a loan. The certificate 
referred in the usual way to the memorandum and articles of the 
company, and bore on it the following uote: ‘‘ Without the produc- 
tion of this certificate no transfer of the shares mentioned therein can be 
registered.” A transfer nevertheless was registered without the certifi- 
cate—viz., one given by Casmey to one Yonnie, the registration being 
brought about by Casmey’s written declaration that the share certifi- 
cate was in the possession of a friend but not as a security for a loan 
or other consideration, and that he had signed no transfer of the 
shares. It was held that the company was not liable in damages to 
Rainford for having registered the shares in Yonnie’s name. The 
note was held to be, not @ contract or representation, but only a 
warning to the shareholder to take care of his certificate. The 
learned judge professed to follow a dictum of Lord Cairns in Shrop- 
shire Union, &c., Co. v. The Queen (L. R. 7 H. L. 509), but quere 
whether there was a similar note on the certificate in that case.— 
RAINFORD v. JAMES KeITH & BLACKMAN Co. (Farwell, J., Dec. 24, 
1904) (1905, 1 Ch. 296). 


Debentures—Payment Off and Re-issuing.—In Ze (/eorge Rout- 
ledge & Sons (1904, 2 Ch. 474) Buckley, J., gave an important 
decision shewing the futility of attempting to keep alive deben- 
tures which had teen paid off by, and transferred to, the company 
itself, but Kekewich, J., has gone further. The debentures in 
the case before him were not transferred to the company, but were 
handed back to it, on being paid off, with transfers having blanks for 
the names of the transferees. The company, for value, afterwards 
filled in the names, as transferees, of the persons from whom the 
value was received, and handed them the transfers and old deben- 
tures. It was held that these persons were not entitled to rank pari 
possu with the holders of the other debentur@s.—Hoare v. W. 
Tasker & Sons (LimiTED) (Kekewich, J., Dec. 20, 1904) (1905, 1 Ch. 
283). 





Mr. Justice Phillimore has fixed the following commission days for the 
first part of the summer assizes on the North Wales Circuit: Newtown, 
Monday, May 29; Dolgelly, Thursday, June 1; Carnarvon, Monday, 
June 5; Beaumaris, Saturday, June 10; Ruthin, Tuesday, June 13; Mold, 
, Friday, June 16, 
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Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeai. 
FLETCHER v. COLLIS, No. 2. 2nd, 3rd, and 4th May. 


TrustrEE—Breacu or Trust—Consent or BenericlaRy—REPLACEMENT OF 
1 * ? = r 
Lost Fonp sy Trustree—Impounpinc Interest or ConstNTING BENE- 
FICIARY. 


This was an appeal from Warrington, J. On the marriage in November, 
1881, of a Mr. and Mrs. Fletcher a settlement was made of a personalty 
fund amounting to £3,100, which was vested in trustees upon trust for 
the husband for life, with remainder to the wife for life, with remainder to 
the children of the marriage in the usual way. In the year 1885 the 
whole fund vested in the trustees was sold by them with the written assent 
of the husband, and the whole proceeds of the sale were, inthe presence 
of the husband, paid over by the trustees to his wife, Mrs. Fletcher, who 
misspent the whole fund. In 1891 the husband was adjudicated bankrupt, 
and in the August following the present action was commenced by the infant 
children of the marriage by their next friend in order to make the trustees 
liable for the breach of truet which they had committed. It was admitted by 
Mr. Fletcher, the husband, that he saw the whole proceeds paid over to his 
wife, and that he knew that it was intended that she should have £1,000 for 
her own use, but as regards the balance he said that he understood that that 
was not to be so used but re-invested at some time or other. By an order 
of the 22nd of February, 1893, which was made by consent of all parties 
other than the trustee in bankruptcy of Mr. Fletcher, one of the trustees, 
the defendant Collis, who had taken the active part in committing the 
breach of trust, undertook, out of a pension to which he was entitled, and 
by means of certain policies of assurance over which he gave a mortgage, to 
pay into court the whole of the sum which had been paid over to the wife 
with interest at 4 per cent. from the 5th of August, 1891, the commence- 
ment of the action. The defendant Collis had died since the date of this 
order, and by means of payments from time to time made during his 
lifetime and by the proceeds of certain policies of assurance after his 
death, the whole corpus of the trust fund had been replaced, together 
with interest from the date mentioned in the order. On the 
3lst of July, 1902, a summons was taken out in the action by 
the present trustees of the marriage settlement to have it 
determined (among other things) whether the portion of the said 
trust funds representing income or any part thereof was payable to 
the defendant Margaret Agnes Collis as legal personal representative of 
the defendant William Collis, deceased. This summons was adjourned into 
court and came on for hearing before Byrne, J., on the 15th and 16th of 
July and the 8th of August, 1903, On the 10th of May, 1904, it came on 
for further hearing before Warrington, J., and the order was then made 
which was the subject of the present appeal. By this order it was declared 
that Margaret Agnes Collis, as such legal personal representative as afore- 
said, was entitled to have the life interest of the defendant William Fletcher 
in the sum of £3,100, being the said settlement trust funds and the invest- 
ments for the time being representing the same, impounded by way of 
indemnity in respect of the sum of £1,000, part of the said sum of £3,100. 
The legal personal representative appealed from this order in order to 
have it declared that William Fletcher’s interest in the whole sum of £3,100 
was liable to be impounded. The trustee in bankruptcy of William 
Fletcher served a cross-notice of appeal against the declaration that his 
interest in respect of the £1,000 was liable to be impounded. 

Tue Court (VavcHan Wii1ams, Romer, and $riziine, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal and dismissed the cross-appeal. 

Vaucuan Wi.u1ams, L.J.—In this case the trustee in bankruptcy, repre- 
senting a cestut que trust who concurred in a breach of trust, has really come 
to the court claiming to be entitled to complain as against the trustee who 
committed the breach of trust of that breach of trust in which he himself 
concurred, and the question is whether in these circumstances he can 
be heard as against the trustee to say that that in which he himself con- 
curred is wrong. In my judgment he ought not to be allowed to say 
anything of the sort. The argument on behalf of the trustee in bankruptcy 
was put in this way. He accepted for the purposes of argument that there 
was a concurrence on the part of the cestui que trust of the character that I 
have described, but he said that if you take the cases beginning with Trafford 
v. Boehm (3 Atkyns 440) and go through all the cases you will not find any 
case in which cestwi que trust has been held liable to have his interest 
either impounded or retained or withheld from him unless the cestus gue 
trust has derived a benefit from the breach of trust, and then only to the 
extent of the benefit that he has so derived. And it was further said that 
it was admitted that in this case the cestui que trust had derived no 
benefit from the breach of trust. Now I do not agree with that view of 
the case. I will call attention in a moment to cases in which it seems to me 
that although a cestui que trust received no benefit personally, yet he was 
held debarred from complaining of a breach of trust in which he had con- 
curred. But before I call attention to the cases I wish to say that 
in default of authority and if there had been no authority to that 
effect I should have been prepared to say that upon general 
principles it is wrong that a cesiui que trust who so concurred 
should be allowed to take proceedings based upon a misappropriation of 
trust property in which he himself concurred. The case which [ have 
referred to as an authority on this point is Chillingworth v. Chambers (44 
W. R. 388 ; 1896, 1 Ch. 685). In his judgment in that case Lindley, L.J., 
says: ‘‘ Suppose a cestwi que trust in remainder to induce his trustees to 
commit a breach of trust for the benefit of the tenant for life—perhaps 
his own father or mother—can such a remainderman compel the trustees 
to make good the loss or resist their claim to have it made good out of his 





interest when it falls in, if some other cestué que trust compels them to 
make the loss ? I apprehend not, ont ee in the case supposed, the 
cestui que trust in remainder might not himself have derived any benefit at 
all from the breach of trust.”” Ido not say that that passage is exactly 
on all fours with the present case, because the word used is “‘ induce,” 
and that is consistent with igation as distinguished from consent, but 
I,think that it does make plain that receipt of a benefit is not essential if 
the cestui que trust is to be debarred from recovering all that he is entitled 
to under the trust deed. Ialso think that the judgments in Somerset v. 
Earl Poulett (42 W. R. 145 ; 1894, 1 Ch. 231) involve the same implication 
of benefit not being essential. In the present case the trustee in bank- 
ruptcy is in the same position as the céstui que trust would have been. and 
he is not entitled to complain as against the trustee of a loss which was 
brought about by a breach of trust in which he concurred, nor is he entitled 
to any benefit out of this fund which has been placed in court at the 
expense of the trustee. To hold otherwise would be to hold that the 
husband is entitled to complain of that which he concurred in doing as 
being a wrong against him. I can conceive of circumstances in which it 
might be right to allow such a claim, even when made by a person con- 
curring in the breach of trust, as, for example, a case in which the trustee 
owes a particular duty to his cestui que trust, but in the present case I can 
see no circumstances whatever which should induce this court to assist the 
cestui que trust who concurred in the breach of trust against the trustee. In 
these circumstances I think that the claim of the trustee in bankruptcy 
fails altogether. 

Romer and Sririrc, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same effect.— 
Counse, Levett, K.C., and A. a B. Terrell; Alexander, K.C., and Jessel ; 
Hewitt. Soutcrrors, Allingham & Heys-Jones ; Emanuel & Simmonds ; Brooks, 
Jenkins, & Co. 

[Reported by J. I. Stiztine, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


CORBETT » THE SOUTH-EASTERN AND CHATHAM RAILWAY CO.’ 
MANAGING COMMITTEE, Farwell, J. 11th May. 


Rauway Company—Lanpowner—Buitpisc Lanp—Scueme—Removine 
Sration - ResvurLpING—AGREEMENT—Private Act OF PakLIAMENT— 
**Untrra Vines’ Sovrn-Eastern anp Lonpon, CHATHAM, AND Dover 
Rauway Co.’s Act, 1899 (62 & 63 Vicr. c. ctxvni.)—Bextey Heatx 
Rauway Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vier. c. Lxxx.), 8. 19. 

Action. The plaintiff, a Mr. A. C. Corbett, owned a large piece of land 
situated at Eltham Park, Eltham, in Kent, called the Eltham Park Estate, 
and lying between two stations on the South-Eastern Railway Co.’s line from 
London to Bexley Heath and Erith, known as ‘‘ Well Hall” and “ Welling” 
respectively. This estate he wished to develop as a building estate. The 
defendants, under the South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover 
Railway Co.’s Act, 1899, were a corporate body for the working union of 
the two companies, and under the Act all the powers and authorities, &c., 
vested in the two companies or either of them with to the renewal, 
alteration, enlargement, or improvement of stations, buildings, &c., 
belonging to the two companies, and the construction or provision of 
additional stations for the aforesaid purposes were vested in the 
defendants. By an agreement in writing of the 13th of October, 
1900, and made between the plaintiff and the defendants, after 
reciting that the plaintiff was desirous of developing the said estate, and 
had requested the company to remove the Well Hall station to a position 
nearer the Welling station, on account of its being more advantageous for 
the said estate, and that the company had upon certain conditions con- 
sented so to do, it was thereby covenanted anda agreed first that the 
company would, as soon as they conveniently could, discontinue the use 
of the Well Hall station, and in lieu thereof build another, nearer 
Welling station, and adjoining Westmount-road, and, secondly, the 
plaintiff, his executors or administrators, would pay interest at 3 per 
cent. from the date when the company should make their first pay- 
ment on a certificate of their engineer for work done in removing 
the said station, from time to time, until the new station should 
be completed, and directly it should be opened, on or before the 
lst of October, 1902, pay at 3 = cent. on £20,000, until ten years 
had expired from the date of the t payment, £20,000 being agreed to 
be the cost of removing the Well Hall station, and of erecting a new one. 
On the defendants refusing to discontinue the use of the Well Hall 
sta‘ion and building a new one, the plaintiff brought this action, alleging 
great detriment to the development of the said estate by their breach. 
The defendants relied on the Bexley Heath Railway Act, 1867, by which the 
then Bexley Heath Railway Co. had made the railway through of the 
land of Sir Henry Barron, by junction with the North Kent Railway of 
the South-Eastern Railway. Section 19 of the said Act is as follows: 
‘* For the protection of Sir Henry Barron, Bart., his heirs and assigns (here- 
inafter referred to and as and included in the expression “‘ the owner’’), 
the following provisions shall, unless otherwise _ between the com- 
pany and the owner, have effect (that is to say): (i.) No part of the 
garden or curtilage of Well Hall shall be entered upon, taken, or used by 
the company ; (1i.) no spoil banks shall be made by the company on any 
land forming part of the estate of the owner ; (iii.) the company sball con- 
struc’ and maintain a station with all Fy and sufficient works and 
accommodation and access to and from the estate of the owner, either on 
the boundary between the said estate and the adjoining estate of the Earl of 
St. Germans, or within 100 yards on either side of such boundary, but no 
part of the goods portion of the station shall be placed upon any part 
of the estate of the owner; (iv.) the company shall construct 
and maintain a station tor both passengers and gvods, with all 
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proper and sufficient works and accommodation and access to and from 
the estate of the owner at the point of juncture of the railway authorized 
by this Act, with railway No. 1 authorized by the Act of 1883, or as near 
thereto as the levels and other circumstances will permit; (v.) no more land 
forming part of the estate of the owner shall be entered upon, taken, or 
used by the company than absolutely required for the purposes of the 
railway by this Act authorized and the station, approaches, roads, and 
works connected therewith ; (vi.) the owner may at any time hereafter 
make any roads, sewers, drains, and bridges across the railway by this 
Act authorized in addition to those to be constructed by the company, 
and such roads, sewers, drains and bridges shall be made in all respects to the 
reasonable satisfaction of the surveyor or engineer for the time being of the 
a, eal Under an Act of 1900 the South-Eastern Railway Co. took over 
the ley Heath Railway Co., which now formed part of the joint under- 
taking of the defendants. The defendants contended that the agreement 
of the 13th of October, 1900, was ultra vires, by reason of section 19, sub- 
section 4, of the above-named Act, by which it would be unlawful to 
remove the existing Well Hall station and build a new one in lieu thereof 
somewhere else, though at the date of the agreement they had acted in 
good faith and in ignorance of the section. The action was entirely on a 

int of law, and the question of damages was not put in evidence on 
behalf of the plaintiff. The persons entitled to Sir H. Barron’s estate had 
never waived their rights under the Act of 1897, and they insisted also 
upon the strict performance by the defendants of their duties under sub- 
section 4 of section 19. 


Farwett, J., after stating the facts of the case, said: On the face of it, 
the agreement is a perfectly possible and proper contract, but when the 
company came to look into it, they found an Act—a private Act—under 
which their predecessors had undertaken to maintain the station which 
they themselves had agreed to abolish and remove. [His lordship referred 
to the section of the Act set out above.] It is quite plain that sub- 
sections 1 and 2, the latter part of 3, and sub-sections 5 and 6 are 
obviously for the benefit of Sir Henry Barron alone. But it is said that 
sub-section 4 is not for the benefit of Sir Henry only, but for the public. 
I am of opinion, however, that upon the construction of the Act that 
is not 80; the expression ‘‘ unless otherwise agreed’’ seems to me to 
give him power to make a different agreement, and I can see no 
ground whatever for the suggestion that it is for the public alone, so 
as to stop Sir Henry or his successors from releasing the agreement. 
Different sorts of claims in railway cases have been considered. [His 
lordship referred to Lord Watson’s remarks on p. 552 in Davis v. Taff Vale 
Railway Co. (44 W. R. 172; 1895, A. C. 542).] It is evident that if we 
want to prove that third parties are interested in such an agreement, it 
must be shewn somehow who those persons are and what are the benefits 
to which they are so entitled.. Secondly, it was contended that, granting 
Sir Henry or his successors can agree with the company, if they choose, to 
waive the agreement, still, unless or until they have so agreed, they cannot 
do 80, as it was ultra vires for the defendants to enter into such a contract. 
I fail to see anything w/trd vires in the defendants agreeing that they 
would obtain the consent of a third person whose consent is necessary 
whether they in fact obtained it or not. [His lordship referred to Pollock, 
C.B.’s, remarks in Savin v. Hoylake Railway Co. (14 W. R. 109, L. R.1 Ex. 
9, on p. 11).] I think those remarks a sufficient authority, but I can see 
nothing witra vires in this. It might have appeared to the plaintiff when 
he entered into the contract that Sir Henry or his successors might have 
waived or released the agreement embodied in the private Act. And the 
defendants having entered into such an agreement would be liable to 
damages if they could not obtain the necessary consent of third parties. I 
am of opinion that the plaintiff is entitled to a declaration that it was within 
the powers of the defendants to make the agreement, and that they are 
liable in damages for breach.—CounsrL, Haldane, K.C., and H. Courthope- 
Munroe ; Neville, K.C., and A. Adams. Souscrrors, King, Adams, § Co. ; 
John W. Watkins. 


[Reported by A. R. Tav.our, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re PARRY AND HORTON’S CONTRACT. PARRY AND OTHERS 
v. HORTON. Swinfen Eady, J. 10th April. 


CHarity—SaLe or Cuaret, anp Corraces—Consent or Onariry Com- 
MISSIONERS — ENDOWMENT — INcomE — Vo.tunTARY CoNTRIBUTIONS — 
Cnanirabie Trusts Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vicr. c. 137) ss. 62, 66, 


This was @ summons under the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, by a 
local society of the Welsh Calvinistic Methodist Connexion as vendors 
of real estate, asking for a declaration that the consent of the Charity 
Commissioners was not necessary to the sale, and that the requisitions 
and objections of the purchaser in respect of the vendors’ title had been 
satisfactorily answered. On the 24th of November, 1902, the vendors, 
who are the trustees of a local society of the Welsh Calvinistic Methodist 
Connexion, contracted, through their agent Parry, to sell to the purchaser 
a certain plot of freehold land situate at Rhos-on-Sea, in the county of 
Denbigh, upon which were erected a chapel and two cottages. In his 
requisitions upon the vendors’ title the purchaser raised the objection 
that the consent of the Charity Commissioners was necessary with regard 
to the sale of the cottages, under the provisions of the Charitable Trusts 
Acts, 1853 and 1894. _An originating summons was accordingly issued by 
the vendors to determine the question. The land was purdiaced by the 
trustees of the local society in 1884, the purchase deed containing a declara- 
tion that the premises were to be held upon trust for the Welsh Calvinistic 
Methodist Connexion, subject to the provisions of the model deed by which 
the proceedings of the Connexion were regulated, and with power to 
sell, exchange, mortgage or demise the said premises or any part thereof, in 
accordance with the powers conferred upon the Connexion by the model 


were defrayed partly out of loans obtained upon the personal security 
of certain members of the Connexion, and petly out of small voluntary 
donations and subscriptions. In 1898 two further loans of £300 

were obtained on similar security, and these sums, together 
with certain voluntary donations and subscriptions, were applied 
to defray the cost of erecting two cottages upon that portion 
of the land which was not required for the purposes of the chapel, 
It was hoped and expected that the debts so created would be paid off out 
of the voluntary subscriptions and contributions given by members of the 
community pay the chapel, and a part of the debts had in fact 
been so paid off, an gate of £600 remaiuing owing at the time of the 
sale. Section 62 of the Charitable Trusts Act, 1853, exempts (inter atia) 
from the operation of the Act and from the control of the Charity Com- 
missioners any ‘‘ society for religious or other charitabie purposes . . . 
wholly maintained by voluntary contributions,’”’ also such portion of ‘‘ any 
voluntary subscription which may be set apart or appropriated 
and invested by the governing or managing body of the charity for the 
purpose of being held and applied or expended for or to some defined and 
specific object or p se connected with such charity in pursuance of any 
rule or resolution e or adopted by the governing or managing body of 
such charity, or of any donation or bequest in aid of any fund so set apart 
or appropriated for any such object or purpose as aforesaid.” And also 
any “donation or bequest unto or in trust for any charity maintained 
partly by voluntary contributions and partly by endowment, of which no 
special application or appropriation shall be directed or declared by the 
donor or testator, and which may legally be applied by the governing or 
managing body of such charity as income in aid of the voluntary sub- 
scriptions.” By section 66 of the Act an endowment includes ‘‘ all 
lands and real estate whatsoever, of any tenure and any charge 
thereon or interest therein, and all stocks, funds, moneys, securities, 
investments, and onal estate whatsoever which shall for the time 
being belong to or be held in trust for any charity, or for all or any of the 
objects or ne pe thereof.” It was admitted on behalf of the purchaser 
that the chapel and the land upon which it stood could be treated as 
income and sold without the consent of the Charity Commissioners. But 
it was contended that the cottages formed an endowment for the main- 
tenance of the chapel, that being the intention of the subscribers who 
provided the funds to defray the expense of their erection. ‘The charity 
was in fact a mixed one, being maintained partly by ype | subscrip- 
tions and partly by endowment. The cottages forming an endowment as 
defined by section 66 of the Act of 1853, could not be sold without the 
consent of the Charity Commissioners. On behalf of the vendors it was 
contended that the charity was maintained wholly by voluntary contribu- 
tions, and the cottages were therefore within the exemptions of section 62 
of the Act of 1853, and Re Charles Harding and the Trustees of the Welsh 
Methodist Connexion (1905, L. T. Journal 548), a case on similar lines 
decided by Buckley, J., was cited in support of this contention. 


Swivren Eapy, J., gave judgment as follows: The land which was con- 
veyed to the trustees of the local society in 1884 was purchased by voluntary 
subscriptions, and although the money was originally borrowed, the con- 
tributions which were made for the purpose of repaying it come within 
the exemptions of section 62 of the Charitable Trusts Act, 1853. The deed 
by which the land is conveyed contains a power of sale, the moneys arising 
from such sale to be held in trust for the Connexion and to be disposed 
of as the Connexion, or the county monthly meeting, should direct. Such 
moneys would therefore clearly be income, and the chapel which is built 
on part of the land comes under the exemptions of section 62. It would 
be curious if the land and chapel were income and the cottages not. 
In my opinion the cottages were built by means of subscriptions as to which 
no special directions were attached, and do not form a permanent endow- 
ment. I follow the case decided by Buckley, J., last month, and hold that 
the whole is applicable as income. ‘The consent of the Charity Commis- 
sioners is therefore unn to complete the vendors’ title, and the 
purchaser’s requisitions have been sufficiently answered.—CounseL, Bryn 
Roberts and F. E. Fairer ; Micklem, K.C., and E. P, Hewitt. Soxicrrors, 
Cunliffes & Davenport, for Porter, Amphlett, § Jones, Colwyn Bay ; Sharpe, 
Parker, Pritchards, Barham, § Lawford. 

(Reported by E. Wavett Rivazs, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court of Justice.—Kiny’s Bench Division. 


CARRINGTONS (LIM.) v. VALERIE. Buckley, J. (Sitting as a Judge of 
the King’s Bench Division), 15th and 16th April. 


Monry-LeNDER—HaksH AND UNCONSCIONABLE Barcarn—-Excessive Rare 
ov Inrerest—Risk—Monry-.envens Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vicr. c. 51). 
This was an action by a money-lender upon a promissory note. ‘The 


defendant admitted his liability under the note but counterclaimed for relief 
under the Money-lenders Act, 1900, upon the following grounds, viz.: (1) 
that the risk run by the money-lender was a small ong; (2) that the trans- 
action involved the payment of interest on interest; (3) that therate of interest 
was excessive ; (4) that the default clause was harsh. The facts appear 
sufficiently from the judgment; the rate of interest worked out at per 
cent. upon the original loan, and the effect of the transaction of the 5th of 
October was to raise the rate of interest upon the balance then remaining 
unpaid of the £125 originally borrowed to 120 per cent. 

Buckuiey, J.—The Act upon which I have to decide this case is a very 
difficult Act to apply. It is an Act under which the court is empowered 
to relieve a person from his contract if the court is satisfied that the 





deed. The purchase price of the land and the cost of erecting the chapel 


interest charged in Ses agp of the sum actually lent is excessive, and that 
the transaction is and unconscionable. If I am so satisfied I can 
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the transaction. As to what the expression ‘‘ harsh and unconscion- 
<2” means, I have some guidance from what follows, because if I reopen 
the transaction I can relieve the person sued from payment of any sum in 
excess of the sum adjudged by me to be fairly due in respect of such prin- 
cipal, interest, and charges as, having need the risk and all the cir- 
cumstances, I may adjudge to be reasonable ; so that in determining whether 
the bargain was harsh and unconscionable I may look to see whether the 
amount was reasonable having regard to the risk and all the circumstances. 
Ina court of equity a ‘‘ harsh and unconscionable” bargain means one in 
which one party takes an unfair advantage of the other, as in a case where 
a party is so pressed as to be willing to accede to any terms. If I find the 
bargain to be of such a nature and find the rate charged excessive I can grant 
relief by altering the terms of the bargain to such as I may adjudge to be 
reasonable and fair, having regard to the risk and all the circumstances— 
a terrible burden to cast upon a ju The transaction here was this : 
the borrower had in February, 1904, had transactions with the plaintiffs, 
with the result that on the 23rd of March, 1904, he had received advances 
which had all been subsequently duly repaid. Another transaction was 
entered into in August, and I must say against the defendant that on 
each occasion it was he who came to the money-lenders, and not they who 
came and offered to do business with him. He came again in 
August and obtained an advance of £125, giving a promissory note for 
£150. The loan was repayable by instalments, and the first instalment 
falling due on the 13th of September, he, by an oversight as now appears, 
did not pay it until the 23rd of September, and the money-lender accepted 
yment of the instalment on that date. That left £140 remaining out of 
the £150. On the 5th of October the defendant wanted to borrow further 
money, and again applied to the money-lender. Then this takes place. 
The money -lender treats the £140 out of the £150 secured by the promissory 
note as being a sum presently due and payable and takes a receipt in this 
form: ‘‘ Received of Carringtons (Limited) the sum of two hundred pounds 
in banknotes, which, together with the balance of old loan (one hundred 
and fifty pounds), makes a total of three hundred and forty pounds. . . .”’ 
That was therefore proceeding on the footing that the £140 was then pay- 
able as on default; and the money-lender takes a promissory note for 
£500, repayable by five monthly _—— of £50 each, the first of such 
payments to become due on the 5th of November, and the balance of £250 
to become due on the 5th of April. That bargain was, I think, harsh and 
unconscionable. In thus treating the borrower as already owing £140, 
which was really only the balance of the £150 secured by the promissory 
note and repayable by instalments, the lender was taking advantage 
of the borrower’s necessities and compelling him to make a harsh and un- 
conscionable bargain, which, owing to his being in difficulties, he was 
compelled to enter into. There is another consideration—namely, the 
risk. It is true that the lender was giving no security; but he was 
dealing with a M greg of a certain social position as a medical man, 
who frankly told him his circumstances and future expectations, and 
gave him full particulars as to his practice. The money-lender 
was told frankly all the circumstances, and it was for him to consider 
whether he was likely to get his money back. It does not seem to me 
that there was any such risk as to justify an exorbitant rate of interest. 
Iam going to say what I think, in the exercise of my discretion, having 
to the risk and all the circumstances, is fairly due in respect of 
principal and interest ; I have nothing to guide me, and I confess I feel Iam 
proceeding upon a simply arbitrary principle. I shall give the plaintiffs 
judgment for the balance of £115, which remains of the £125 advanced in 
August, and £200—that is, £315 in all—with interest at 20 per cent. from the 
dates when the £115 and £200 were received, with aright to set off the 
amount repaid, calculating 20 per cent. interest on te amount so repaid, 
and I direct an account on that footing and judgment for the amount 
so arrived at. The defendant must pay the costs, for the reason that he 
comes to ask the court for an indulgence ; he comes to have substituted for 
what is the contract he actually made something that the court thinks 
may fairly be substituted for it; and he must therefore pay the costs.— 
OounseL, 4. R. W. Atkins; Rayner Goddard. So.scrrons, White § Co. ; 
Goddard, Stanton, § Hudson. 
[Reported by H. H. Kixa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL OF COWES AND THE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL OF WEST COWES v. THE SOUTHAMPTON, ISLE OF 
WIGHT, AND SOUTH OF ENGLAND ROYAL MAIL STEAM PACKET 
CO. (LIM.), Kennedy, J. 15th May. 


Fexrry—Demisz ny Crown or Ancient Ferry Ricuts Across a River— 
Extent or Sucn Ricuw—* Vitt’’—* Disraicr’’—Rari Derveror- 
MENT OF NeEIGHBOURHOOD—New Service or Sreampoats—New Cuiass 
or Trarric—Tue Cowes Ferry Act, 1901 (1 Ep. 7, c. uxxxvu.). 


The plaintiffs claimed an injunction and damages in respect of an alleged 
wrongful interference by the defendants with their right of ancient ferry 
or passage across the River Medina between East and West Cowes in the 
Isle of Wight, which, by a lease dated the 13th of August, 1901, the Crown 
demised to them. The defendants denied the right as claimed by the 

laintiffs, and denied that they had aw of any actionable inter- 

erence with any right which the plaintiffs possessed. The defendants 
had acquired by purchase in 1867 the pontoon at East Cowes, and had run 
steamboats across to West Cowes and vice versd since then, the course taken 
being nearly the same as that of the ancient ferry. The plaintiffs now 
contended that the defendants by running their boats between the two 
— caused a loss to them, and denied that the defendants carried a 
erent traffic to that which they themselves served. The action was 
tried at the Winchester Assizes before Kennedy, J., who, after heari 
er argument on questions of law on the 15th of March, 


judgment, 


t, said the plaintiffs’ title rested on an 
indenture of lease made under the authority of the Cowes F' Act, 1901, 
which was according to its title “‘ An Act to empower the Ur District 
Councils of Cowes and East Cowes to take on lease the existing royal ferry 
across the River Medina between their res ive districts, and to work und 
the same and for other pu s.’”’ Counsel for the plaintiff cited 
authority for the proposition that there might be a franchise of ferry from 
‘* vill to vill’? as well as from highway to highway, and therefore the 
grant of ‘‘ the royal f ” in the Act of Parliament, and the words 
‘an ancient ferry ”’ in the first recital of the indenture of lease meant an 
exclusive right of this large extent. The wording of the lease was perfectly 
appropriate to the demise of such a ferry as there was evidence that it had 
always been in actual use, and therefore they had a monopoly of the 
right of ferry. In his lordship’s opinion this was a contention that could 
not be supported. It was shewn that the alleged wrongful ferrying had a 
terminus a quo different to that of the ferry the monopoly of which had 
been granted by the Crown. He was inclined to think that the area on 
each side of the Medina was rather a district than a ‘‘vill ’’ and that the Crown 
could not make a valid grant of a monopoly of ferriage throughout such a 
district. But even if the rights of ferry were limited, the plaintiffs said 
the defendants had been guilty of an unlawful disturbance of their rights 
by reason of the proximity of the new passage across the water to the 
ancient ferry. He thought that the plaintiffs failed on this point also. 
The evidence shewed that the character of the district had wholly changed 
within the last years, and that much of the traffic might be treated as new. 
The traffic from the development of the neighbourhood, and the induce- 
ments and facilities offered for excursions passing over the Medina by the 
defendants’ steam launches, might fairly be so described, for the traffic on 
the ancient ferry was at the same time not diminishing but mcreasing. 
Judgment, therefore, would be for the defendants.—Counse:, J. A. 
Foote, K.C., Clavell Salter, K.C., and J. A. Simon; C, A. Russeil, K.C., 
Mackay, and 8. H. Emanuel. Soxscrrons, Clarkson, Greenwells, § Co., for 
Damant § Co., Cowes ; Sandford § Co. 

[Reported by Erskine Retp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 


Kennepy, J., in giving judgmen 


HOULDER BROTHERS (LIM.) v. ANDREW WEIR & CO. Channell, J. 
10th May. 
Sure—Demvurrace—Lay Days. 


Action brought on a special case stated in an arbitration for the settle- 
ment of the differences which had arisen in reference to the demurrage 
payable by the charterers under acharter of the ship Comlicbank. The case 
stated that on the 9th of August, 1901, a charter-party was entered 
into between Andrew Weir & Co., the owners of The Comliebank, 
and Messrs. Houlder Brothers, by which the vessel was to load at 
Cardiff a cargo of coal and deliver the same at Port Elizabeth, 
Algoa Bay. The only question in dispute was as to the amount 
of demurrage. The charterers claimed that they had overpaid the 
owners and that they were entitled to receive back the amount of six 
or seven days’ demurrage. By the charter-party the cargo was “‘to be 
received from alongside, according to the custom and law of the port, free 
of expense and risk to the ship, at so many tons per weather working day, 
Sundays and Mondays excepted, time to count twenty-four hours after 
arriving in Algoa Bay, and on the notification to charterer’s agent that the 
vessel was ready to deliver, demurrage (if any) to be at 4d. per net register 
ton per running day.”” The vessel arrived at Algoa Bay on the 15th of 
November, 1901, and on the 16th the master gave notice that he was ready 
to discharge. The arbitrator found asa fact that the master was not ready 
to discharge, and that the ship was not ready till the 18th of November. 
The discharge was commenced on the 19th of November, within twenty- 
four hours after the receipt of a second notice. The arbitrator found that 
the lay days did not commence until twenty-four hours after the ship had 
not only arrived, but had been in fact ready to and had notified 
such readiness, and the 19th of November was the ae The 
cargo consisted of 3,403 tons of coal, the whole of which, with the 
exception of three tons, could have been di in twenty- 
nine working days at the stipulated rate of 120 tons per working 
day ; but as the charterers were not bound to discharge at any quicker 
rate, the arbitrator held that the charterers were entitled to thirty 
lay days exclusive of Sundays for the discharge of the cargo. He also held 
that if the master, as stated, made an ent with the receivers of the 
c that the consignees should pay for the Sunday work, it was on his own 
authority as master. If all the weather working days except Sundays, 
from the 19th of November to the 23rd of Decem were to count 
as lay days, the thirty lays days to which he held the charterers were 
entitled expired on the 23rd of December, and he held that the vessel 
then came on demurrage. He also held that there had been no 
defau!t of the owner and that the ship could not be discharged safely at 
Algoa Bay without taking in ballast, which she did. He therefore 
decided that the owners were entitled to twenty-four days demurrage 
which they had in hand, and were not entitled to any further demurrage. 
The questions for the opinion of the court were: (1) whether the 19th of 
December was the first lay day ; (2) whether the charterers were entitled to 
twenty or thirty lay days for discharge ; (3) whether certain Sundays were 

be reckoned as lay days ; and (4) whether days when ballast was taken 

were to be reckoned lay days. 

Cuannext, J., held that the arbitrator was right on all points and gave 
judgment i the award, but declined to make any 
order as to costs. UNSEL, Hamilton, K.C., and D. C. Leek, for the 
owners; Pickford, K.C., Balloch, and F. O. Robinson, for the charterers. 
Soxicrrors, Zemplar, Downs, §¢ Millar ; T. Cooper § Sons. 





(Reported by Easxixs Rew, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.| 
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Solicitors’ Cases. 
Solicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 


May 17.—Henry Cornert Jones. 
May 17.—Arruvr Tanor. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
HONOURS EXAMINATION.—Arri, 1905. 


At the Examination for Honours of candidates for admission on the Roll 
of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the Examination Committee recom- 
mended the following as being entitled to honorary distinction : 


First Crass, 


In the opinion of the committee the standard attained by the candidates 
does not justify the issue of any First Class list. 


Srconp Cass. 
[In Alphabetical Order. ] 

Alfred William Fryzer, B.A. (Lond.), who served his clerkship with the 
late Mr. Samuel Horace Candler and Mr. Arthur Chisolm Moore, both of 
the firm of Messrs. Kingsford, Dorman, & Co., of London. 

Frederick Herbert Hole, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry Allen 
Armitage, of Gloucester; and Messrs. Crowder, Vizard, Oldham, & Co., of 
London. 

Laurence Reddrop Lewis, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry 
Gowland Rowley, of the firm of Messrs. Taylor, Rowley, Lewis, & Davis, of 
London. 

Turrp Cuiass. 


[In Alphabetical Order. ] 


James Everidge, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Burton, Yeates, 
& Hart, of London. 

Walter Stanley Currie Griffith, who served his clerkship with Mr. Francis 
Hare Clayton, of the firm of Messrs, Clayton, Sons, & Fargus, of London. 

Sidney Ernest Redfern, LL.B. (Lond.), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. Edward John Stokes, of the firm of Messrs. Calkin & Stokes, of 
London. 

Richard Sidney Rowse, who served his clerkship with Mr. George 
Washington Fox, of Kingston-on-Thames. 

Henry Davey Turner, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry Spaw- 
forth Holt, of London. 

Alfred Ernest Woolnough, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles 
Walter Woolnough, of London. 

The Council of the Law Society have accordingly given class certificates 
and awarded the following prize of books : 

To Mr. Hole—The John Mackrell—value about £12. 

The Council have given class certificates in the Second and Third 
Classes. 

Fifty-three candidates gave notice for the examination. 





Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were called to the bar on Wednesday : 

Lrxcotn’s-1nx.— F. T. Barrington- Ward, B.A., Council of Legal Educa- 
tion special prize for criminal law evidence and procedure, special prize 
for constitutional law and legal history, studentship, honours certificate, 
Trinity term, 1904, joint holder of Barstow scholarship, Vinerian scholar at 
Oxford, formerly Tancred student in common law, Fellow of All Souls ; 
Ramkrishna Gianchand Mungharamani, Downing Coll., Camb. ; J. E. K. 
Hall, B.A., Trin. Coll., Oxford; 8. R. Booth, B.A.. Trin. Coll., Camb. ; 
Stephen Walter, M.A., Ch. Ch., Oxford; W. W. Melville; R. A. Willes; 
J.R. M. Glencross, M.A., LL.B., Trin. Coll., Camb. 

Inner Temptv.—A. C. V. Prior, B.A., LL.B., Camb., certificate of 
honour, Hilary Term, 1905; B. G. Jenkins, H. 8. Kroenig-Ryan, M.A., 
Camb. ; A. 8. Guest, B A., Camb. ; R. T. L. Parr, B.A., Oxon.; R. C. K. 
Ensor, B.A., Oxon.; 8S. L Porter, B.A., Camb.; J. S. Mills, M.A., 
Camb. ; C. G. Goschen, 8. P. Grundy, B.A., Oxon.; W. H. Otter, B.A., 
Camb. ; J. C. Spencer-Phillips, B.A., Oxon. ; A. H. Liddle, A. L. Kelly, 
B.A., Oxon. ; P. T. Marshall, B.A., Camb.; H. L. Ward, B.A., LL.B., 
Camb.; A. C. Gathorne-Hardy, B.A., Oxon.; Bidyutprokash 

padhzay (Gangoly), W. P. Groser, J. M. M. Dunlop, LL.D., 
Dublin; and J. C. N. Davidson, B.A., LL.D., Dublin. 

Mippie Temprte.—A. M. Sprules, A. C. Smith, M.A., Oxon.; W. P. 
Michelin, Des Rej Sawhny, Trin. Coll. Camb.; Nirmal Chandra Sen, 
M.A., Calcutta Univ., gold medallist in history and Cobden medallist in 

litical economy, M.R.A.S. of Great Britain; F. A. Moseley, B.A., 
Save. ; H. G. L. Davidson, M.A., Trin. Hall, Camb. ; A. G. Greenwood, 
G. Alexander, B.A., Oxon; W. E. Cameron, M.A., LL.B., Glasgow, 
J. P. Lalor, 8. L. H. Bucknor, A. Porter, and G. D. Leechman. 

Gray's-1vn.—Earl Russell, G. J. M. Wolmarans, J. C. Vaughan, E, L. 
Benson, A. W. Goodman, and W. H. Terry. 








Mr. Justice Channell and Mr. Justive Phillimore have fixed the com- 
mission days for the second part of the summer assizes on the North and 
South Wales Circuit as follows: Chester, Monday, July 17 ; Swansea, 


Legal News. 


Dissolution. 


Cuar_es Epwarp Satmon, Henry James Saumon, and Craup Garrerr 
Satmon, solicitors (Salmon & Sons), Bury St. Edmunds. May 1. The 
practice will from henceforth be carried on by the said Charles Edward 
Salmon and Claud Garrett Salmon, under the style or firm of Salmon 
& Son. [ Gazette, May 12. 





General. 
Earl Russell was called to the bar at Gray’s-inn on Wednesday last. 


It is announced that Mr. Justice Warrington will be the Whitsun 
Vacation Judge. 

The Coroners’ Society of England and Wales is invited to consider a 
proposal that his Majesty’s coroners should, ‘‘ whenever suitable and con- 
venient, wear robes when presiding at inquests.’’ 


It is announced that Mr. Henry Johnston, K.C., Sheriff of Forfarshire, 
has been appointed one of the Senators of His Majesty’s College of Justice 
in Scotland, in the room of Lord Young, resigned. 


There are no fewer than five Divorce Bills on the House of Lords papers 
at present. Presumably, says the Evening Standard, they are promoted by 
Irishmen, who have to get a Bill passed before they can marry again. 


Forgery has, says the Evening Standard, ceased to be a crime in Indiana, 
owing to the omission of its definition from the new criminal code adopted 
by the Legislative Assembly. The omission will affect persons now under 
indictment for the crime. 


Lord Halsbury’s influence is, says the Globe, writ large on the county 
court bench. Of the fifty-five judges who administer justice in the “ poor 
man’s courts ’’ no fewer than thirty-seven have been appointed during his 
long tenure of the Woolsack. 


Mr. Justice Channell has fixed the following commission days for the 
first part of the summer assizes on the South Wales Circuit: Haverford- 
west, Wednesday, May 24; Lampeter, Saturday, May 27; Carmarthen, 
| tt a May 30; Brecon, Saturday, June 3; Presteign, Wednesday, 

une 7. 


The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council resumed their sittings on 
the 11th inst. after the Easter vacation. There are, says the Times, twelve 
appeals set down for hearing—viz., from Oudh, three; Victoria, two; and 
from Madras, Kathiawar, Mysore, Transvaal, New Zealand, Natal, and 
Straits Settlement, one each. ‘There are also eleven judgments to be 
delivered in appeals argued before the vacation. 


The mutilated body of Mr. G. Berkeley Hill, solicitor, of Bedford, 
practising at Chancery-lane, was, says the Daily Mail, found on the 
Midland Railway near St. Albans station late on Monday night. Mr. Hill 
left Bedford at eight o’clock in order to meet his brother-in-law and sister 
at a reception at the Hotel Cecil. He was due there at nine o’clock, but 
did not put in an appearance. How he came to be on the metals isa 
mystery. 

The Prince of Wales, whois a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, dined in the hall 
there on Wednesday last, on the Grand Day of Easter Term. The guests 
invited by the treasurer (the Lord Chief Justice) and the benchers included 
Lord Allerton, Sir Richard Fowell, Mr. Justice Bargreave Deane, Com- 
mander Sir Charles Cust (Equerry to the Prince of Wales), Sir John 
Woolfe-Barry, Sir Richard Solomon, K.C., Sir F. Bridge, Sir Charles 
Holroyd, the Dean of Canterbury, and others. 


The recorded sayings of judicial wits, says the Daily Telegraph, not infre- 
quently disappoint the reader. The evil that they do lives after them , the 
good, presumably, is interred with their bones. Lord Young—happily 
still with us—has been much quoted in the newspapers during the past week, 
but nobody has revtved the anecdote of the colleague who complained to 
him that a sick friend had been lying in his |(the colleague’s) house for 
several weeks and shewed no inclination to leave. ‘‘ Tell him,”’ said Lord 
Young, ‘‘ to take up his bed and walk.’’ 


An Ealing gentleman who should have appeared before Judge Shortt, K.C., 
at Brentford, to defend an action brought for goods sold and delivered, 
was, says the Evening Standard, described by his Honour as a man who 
appeared to be compiling a work which he might call ‘‘ Homilies on 
Illegalities.”” The gentleman had written a number of letters, one of 
which was addressed to ‘‘ The Judge who prefers to hear perjury to truth, 
County Court, Brentford.’”? His Honour laughingly added that this 
communication he should keep as an interesting curiosity. 


Tn the course of a recent case in the Divorce Division Mr. Justice 
Bargrave Deane said: I have received the most specific instructions from 
the Lord Chancellor to os no decree in a suit unless the English 
domicil of the parties is clearly established. In a ‘tase which came into 
this court some years ago, it appeared after a decree had be granted that 
the parties had an Irish domicil and were not within the jurisdiction of 
this court. They have both married again, and there have been children, 
and now it has been found n to have a special English Act of 
Parliament passed to put things right. Vide Malone’s Divorce (Validation) 
Bill, 


In reply to a question by Mr. J. H. Whitley, M.P., as to what were the 
four cases in which increased fees above the ordinary professional scales 





Monday, July 24. 


were sanctioned for payment to the law officers, and what amount was 
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in each case, Mr. Victor Cavendish has supplied the annexed 
iculars: Attorney-General—Venezuelan Claims Arbitration: In all, 

050 guineas for preparing case and two counter cases, and for brief 
refresher, 50 guineas a day; British Guiana Arbitration : Preparing 
written argument, 500 guineas. Solicitor-General—Rez v. Osborn and Others, 
200 guineas, refresher, 30 guineas a day; Rex v. Hooley and Lawson, 250 
guineas, refresher, 30 guineas a day. 

At the dinner of the Law and City Courts Committee of the Corporation, 
on the 11th inst., Mr. Joseph Addison proposed ‘‘The Lord Mayor and 
the Corporation.’? The Lord Mayor, in responding to the toast, said that 
it was a cause of gratification to all connected with that body to observe 
the usefulness and popularity of the Mayor’s Court and of the City of 
London Court, where justice was administered fairly, fearlessly, and with- 
out those delays which so often arose in other tribunals. In reply to the 
toast of ‘‘ The Bench and Bar,”’ the Lord Chief Justice said that the exist- 
ence of a fearless and independent judicial body was essential to the 
welfare of every civilized community. He and the other judges of the 
King’s Bench Division had a special connection with the City Corporation. 
At the Old Bailey they had the pleasure of coming into contact with the 
aldermen and sheriffs of the day, who were really the presiding judges of 
that court. He rejoiced to think that before many months—certainly 
before many years—they would meet at the Old Bailey in a new temple of 
Justice. 








Fixep Incomes.— Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
wu new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain figures. 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr. ] 








Equity AND Law Lire Assurance.—Mr. C. Russell, in presiding at the 
meeting of the Equity and Law Life Assurance Society, held on 15th inst. at 
the offices in Lincoln’s-inn-fields, said that during the past five years the 
business had increased by £1,291,000, the insurances for 1900 being 
£9,440,000, and the amount for 1905 being, roughly, £10,000,000. The 
cost of transacting the business of the five years was 10°75 per cent., which 
he could claim to be a very moderate figure. The funds of the society had 
increased by £512,000, and they had written down their Stock Exchange 
securities by £109,500, and their funds now stood at £4,119,000. That 
writing down had been unfortunate, but it could not be helped. The 
surplus to be divided was £380,356, "and they proposed to pay, roughly, 
£40,700 to the shareholders and £339,000 to. the policy-holders. That 
would give the proprietors a dividend of £1 2s. 6d. share, a reduction 
of 1s. 6d. per share, but that was due entirely to the unfortunate deprecia- 
tion which they had had to face. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora oF Rea@isTRaRs in ATTENDANCE ON 





Date Emercency Appeat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
, Rora. No. 2. KEKEWICH. FaRwELL. 
Monday, send citosownntia > Mr. R. Leach Mr. Beal Mr. Pemberton Mr. Greswell 
Tuesday... .... 2 Godfrey = eae Jepkson Chi 
Carrington Pemberton Greswell 
Beal Jackson Church 
Jackson Beal Pemberton Greswell 
Pemberton Carrington Jackson Church 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Buck.ey. Joycr. Swinrey Eapy. Warrineron. 
Mr. Godfrey Mr. W. Leach Mr. Farmer Mr. King 
23 R. Leach Theed King Farmer 
Godfrey W. Leach Farmer Church 
R. Leach Theed King Greswell 
Godfrey . Leach Farmer Theed 
R. Theed King W. Leach 











The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week, 


—Meesrs. Brarp & Son, at the Mart, at 2, in 40 Lots: Freehold and Leasehold 


May 23. 
Residences and other Property, mostly let, and of the value of £2,209 10s. per annum. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Welman & Sons and Mesars. G. & M. Goodman, London. (See 
advertisement, May 13, p. iv.) 

May 23. Pg oe ig ey Burnett & Oo. , 

entleman born June 17, 1860, in the sum of £3,000 re nted by £2,860 Canadian 
cltors tors, Messrs. Bird & 


at the Mart, at 2: The Life Interest of a 


ic Railway Four per Cent. Preference Stock. Soli Eldridge, 
London, (See ehvestoomant, this week, p. iv.) 
May 24.—Messrs. Epwix Fox & Bovsriecp, at the Mart, at 2,in Lots, by Order of the 
Directors of the London United Tramways (Limited) :—Sal Lands Naty fy 
Freeholds at Twickenham and Hammersmith, and old Building Estate at 
Fulwell. Solicitors, Messrs Stanley, Wasbrough, Doggett, & Baker, London. (See 


advertisement, May 13, p. iii.) 
Result of Sales. 


Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrizip sold in Three Lots, at the Mart, E.C., on 
Wednesday last, Freehold Ground-rents, amounting to £37 per annum, secured upon tight 
3 ayy in Hornsey-road, with reversion to the rack-rents estimated at £300 i gabout 

years, for 


Reversions anp Lire Pouicies. 
The same firm also held their usual tly Sale (No. 787) of the above Interests at 
f y Pres exe sold, the total 








the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, when the realised 
over £6,000 : 
ONS: 
Absolute to One-half of £6,208 ; life 59 . wo we ee ae SS a 
Absolute to One-half of £7,294; various lives oss ove ese oo 
Absolute to One-fifth of £4,427 ; life 80 . a Aa cei. aan 
Absolute to £1,250; lives 57 ‘and 53 a. ae. oe oe ee 400 
To One-eighth of 280 ; lives 78 and 27... éie - ove see” Gg 275 
LIFE POLI : 
For £1,000; life73_—... a“ eco ooo ooo ooo ose - « 1,220 
dS ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 290 
For £750 ; life 53 - ‘a. ae. ae i a or ee 285 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, May 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luwrep 1x CHANCERY. 
AcrTyLeng Dray Generation axp Resipves, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 30, to send their names =< pa of their debts or claims, to 


James George Saunders, 243, Wightman rd, Hornsey 
B E Corg & Co, Limtep (1n Vo.tuntary Lagosoa19x)—Creditor are required, on or 


before May 27, ‘to send their names and addresses, rticulars of their debts or 
claims, to Albert Cripwell, 12, Cherry st, one ae bing , J * A Co, Birmingham, 


solors 


British Exp.oration SynpioaTe, ee are required, on or before May 30» 
claims, to George 
Thomson, 65, 

Bursayks Brrrupay Girt Gop Mivgs, co (IN Veemapere Liguipation)—Creditors 
of their debts or claims, to Charles Hadfield, 20, Copthall ct. Vallance & Co, 
George yard, Lombard st, solors for liquidator 

on or before May 26, to 
ir names and eon Pode ym oy debts or claims, to Maurice 
Jenks, 6, Old Jewry 
es and and the ulars of their or claims, to Sydney Lee and 
py Meering Johnson, 33, Old Bond. st. Boxall & Boxall, Chancery In, solors for 
liquidators 
May 23. Smith & Hudson, Mincing In petners. Notice of appearing must 
Sk ee Toe oe teaee e afternoon of May 22 
iculars of their debts and claims, to John James 
Arter, Norwich Union brs, Birmingham. Unett & Co, Birmingham, solors 


to send their names the particulars of their debts or 
are required, on or before June 23, to send their names 
CasswE.u, Limrrep (IN ioe 
send addresses, and 
amr s Lisrary, Liwrrep—Creditors are np = on or before June 9, to send their 
Watsivenam Crus, Lonrep—Petn for henge ading up. 1 presented May 9, directed to be heard 
Zeru M Brown & Co, Sauregn—Coslinons are required, on or before June 23, to send their 
names and and the 
for liquidator 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, May 16. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lowrep x eneen 


Horazex, Limitep i on or before June 8, to send their names and 
See, and me Tae ee or claims, to Samuel Vesey Tiddy, 5, 


Ler Bananns Lowasvors . Mitts, Lourep—Credi 


Liverpoot anp Sours-West Lancasuire Cricket Grounp Co, Limrep (1x Liguipatiox) 
—Creditors are required, on or before June 8, to send their names and and the 
iculars of their debts or claims, to Cunningham, care of Gibbons & Arkle, 13, 
nion ct, Castle st, Liverpool, solors 
T W Apr.eyarp & Sons, Lumen (1x nage Ra are required, on or before 
June 30, to to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to William Crosland, 43, Albion st, Leeds, Nelson & Co, Leeds, solors for liquidator 
Wa +. & Co, gy tang for up, presented May 11, directed to be heard 
May 30. Timbrell & Deighton, Ring Willis at, London = pee. 
= of f sppearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
of May 








Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day or CLam. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, May 5. 
Percivat, Sauvugt, Newton by Middlewich, Chester, Cattle Dealer June 21 Percival v 
Henshall, Farwell, J Sandbach 


Percivat, Davip Sart, Middlewich, Chester June 21 Percival vy Henshall, Farwell, J 
ygott, bach 
London Gasette.—Turspay, May 9. 


Baags, py Bedfont, Builder June 10 Jas Montgomrey, Sons, & Cov Baggs, Keke- 
wich and Joyce, JJ’ White, Leadenhall st 


Barss, Joun Ganrrit, Stavele: . Des , Licensed Victualler, Brush Manufacturer, Hard- 
: wane Banehount and Posing eae June7 Carline vy Bates, Farwell, J Smith, 
Manastield, No’ 


Cursney, Perer — _ Bradford, York, Chartered Accountant June 7 Chesney v 

Chesney, Farwell, J Gordon, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st 
London Gazette.—Turspay, May 16, 

Diasy, Grorcr Bevertry Wyatt, Coleman st, Solicitor June 13 Macmeikan vy Felgate, 
Warrington, J Loviansky, Queen st, st, Cheapside 

ssueniciepen, heath ae Tile Maker June 15 Mercer vy Mercer, Far- 
well, J Langham, New ct, Lincoln’s inn 

Papwicx, Frepenick, Buckingham rd, Brighton June 14 Padwick vy Barton, Buckley, 
7} Bai Bright 
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Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Ciam. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, May 9 
Bartow, Emity Mary, Hereford rd, Bayswater June3 Welman & Sons, Westbourne 
grove, Bayswater 
Buackwoop, E.izasetn, Sunderland June6é Halcro & Raine, Sunderland 
Brooxssank, Jane Maria, Newlands park, Sydenham June 21 Robinson & Stannard, 
Eastcheap 
Bryant, Exizapetu Manta, Hele, Ilfracombe June13 Wansbrough & Co, Bristol 
Casty, Tuzopure Bust, Boston, Massachusetts, USA July1 Broad, Gt Winchester st 
Caristiz, Jessiz, Little Heath,Old Charlton June 24 Thomas, Woolwich 
Cores, Emma Carouine, Parolles rd, Upper Holloway Junell Dunn & Wilson, Basing- 
hall st 
Cox, Harsiet Soruia, Hotel Great Central, Marylebone June 20 Clapham & Co, Devon- 
shire sq 
Dasie.1, Anna Pua:se, Colchester June1 Page, Colchester 
Dut1rigLp, James Pounp, Handsworth May22 Seymour & Co, Birmingham 
Eyeuiso, Witt1am Ripiey, Belford, Northumberland June 3 Bainbridge, Newcastle 
on Tyne 
Exuey, Wit.1am Henry, Bryn Merllyn, Bagillt, Flint June 1 Cope & Co, Holywell 
Face, W11114M, Milton next Sittingbourne, Licensed Victualler June 1 Dixon, jun, Sitting- 
bourne, Kent 
Firtu, Mary Jaye, Armley, Leeds Denison, Leeds 
Fox, Jonx Henry, Cambridge st, Ecclestone sy June 24 Street & Co, Lincoln’s inn 
fields 
Gerorcet, Josern, Dover June 20 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
Grant, Jouy, Mosbrough, Eckington, Derby, Builder Janel Hall, Eckington 
Green, Minniz, Witney, Oxford May 24 Walsh, Oxford 
Green, Tuomas Joun, Kendal, Wheelwright June2i1 Watson & Chorley, Kendal 
Hansoy, Josepu, Lockwood, Huddersfield June3 Sykes, Huddersfield 
Hanzis, Resecca, Ealing June3 Welman & Sons, Westbourne grove, Bayswater 
Harrisoy, Anne Mariupa, Shardeloes rd, New Cross June 9 Watkins & Maltby, 
Basinghall st 
Jackson, Janz, Mossley Hill, Liverpool June13 Leach, Liverpool 
Loynp, E.tey, Blackburn June5 Read & Eastwood, Blackburn 
Marcesrison, Mary, Whittingham, Lancs June10 Shuttleworth & Dallas, Preston 
Masos, Jonn Ricuarp, 8t James sq, Notting hill June1 Moore & Tibbits, Warwick 
Mitier, Eusty Lirnesranp, Higher Broughton, Salford, Milliner June 5 Field & 
Cunningham, Manchester 
Murcu, ALExanpee Croox, Worlington, Devon, Farmer June5 Rowland & Hutchin- 
son, Croydon 
Nortuy, Right Hon Cuartes Bowres Baron, Norton in the Moors, Staffs June 19 
Paines & Co, St Helen’s pl 
Buseton, Wit114M, North End, Portsmouth June1 Sherwin, Portsmouth 
Fuiru, Mania, Birmingham June30 Turner & Hadfie'd, Birmingham 
Srurczon, Tuomas Harrison, High rd, South Tottenham, Printer June 30 Spurgeon, 
Bedford row 
Syms, Puorss, Chatham May 26 Hayward & Co, Rochester 
Texwawnt, the Hon Sir Davin, Hyde Park gate, KCMG June19 Baileys & Co, Bernersst 
Tims, Ecpes Caruenixg, Kingswear, Devon June 10 Scadding & Bodkin, Gordon st, 
Gordon sq 
Toss, Joux, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Labourer June12 Restall, Erdington 
Turvz, Janes, Woodside av, North Finchley, Doctor June 15 Roberts, Bishopsgate st 
Without 
Wats, Janz, Leicester June 10 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 
Wane, Rev Hewry Ryver, Guildford June17 Perkins, Guildford 
‘Woops, Hzexry Brxxett, West Bath June19 Tucker, Bath 
Wricut, Aveusta Soruia, Grays, Essex June6 Green, Grays 


London Gazette.—Frivay, May 12. 
Ape.tt, CaTuentne Janz, Haddenham, Bucks June 30 Dennis & Faulkner, North- 
ampton 


Axpersox, Marcaret, Cleadon Park, nr Sunderland June 17 Moore & Armstrongs, 
South Shields 

Atwoop, Caro.iye, Crondace rd, Fulham June 12 Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq, West- 
minster 

Batt, Saran Avy, Linthorpe, Middlesbrough, Grocer May 25 Punch & Robson, Middles- 
brough 


Bartow, Ayprew, Shirley, Southampton Aug 8 Stanton & Co, Southampton 

Baagwix, Canouise, Huddersfield June 10 Fisher & Co, Huddersfield 

Bowes, Isauer.a, Grasse, Alpes Maritimes, France June 30 Hanbury & Co, Eldon st 

Brapsnaw, Exvizazetu, Southport, Lancs June13 Threlfall, Southport 

Brairawaitez, Wiu1am, Stathern Lodge, Leicester, Farmer July 31 Freeth & Co 
Notti 

Burton, Josern, Liandudno, Chemist June 12 Chamberlain & Johnson, Llandudno 

CuaaRr.trox, W11114m, Ashton under Lyne, Lancs June 10 Hamer, Ashton under Lyne 

Cuissery, Waiter Mogzessy,Cobham June15 Renshaw & Co, Suffolk In 

Ceaxxsnaw, Witwiam, Birkdale, Lancs, Hotel Proprietor June17 Threlfall, Southport 

Crozizs, Frascis Hexry, Lymington, Southampton Junel10 Dimond & Son, Welbeck 
st, Cavendish sq 


Curuszat, Constance Cuatpecott, 8t John’s Wood rd June9 Sharp & $Brain, South- 
ampton 


Davis, Jonx Stzrnex, Dorset rd, Claphamrd June 10 Carter, Queen Victoria st 

De Castx0, Exiza, Brighton June 24 Blakeway, Nuneaton 

pe Vairs, Euua Rixoter, Middlesbrough May 25 Punch & Robson, Middlesbrough 

Exuior, Sir Groncr, Rackheath Park, nr Norwich Junel2 Ellis & Ellis, Delahay st 
Westminster 

Ex.ss, Evizapetu Mania, Bournemouth June 10 Bawlios & Rawlins, Bournemouth 

Eneasox, Wittian, Radcliffe, Lancs June 2 Grundy & Co, Manchester 

Exsou, Many Axx, Bouthgate June 24 Howard & Shelton, Moorgate st 





Fiercuer, Jouy, Ashton under Lyne, Lancs, Cotton Spinner June24 Bromley & Hyde, 
Ashton under Lyne 

Fraser, Eveanor Carouive Maruews, Hove, Sussex June 30 Wright & Co, Lincoln's 
inn fields 

Frociey, Saran Eaaar, Bentley, Hants June 15 Kempson, Farnham 

Furviss, Tom, Sheffield, Fettler June5 Machen, Sheffield 

Grorcz, Anve, Gt Comberton, Worcester June 15 Hudson, Pershore 

Graname, THomas James, Berwick on Tweed June 6 Sanderson & Weatherhead, 
Berwick on Tweed 

GreEennow, Anne, Chapel Allerton, Leeds June 24 Nelson & Co, Leeds 

Has, James, Chase Town, Staffs, Miner May 18 Smith & Sons, Walsall 

Hawortn, Rev Wituiam, York June 15 Leeman & Co, York 

Henverson, Frances, Kew Junel4 Burgess & Co, New sq, Lincoln’sinn 

Hvumpsry, Anne, Handley rd, South Backney June 30 Syrett, Finsbury pvmt 

| Inepgery, Lava, Sinclair gins, Kensington June12 PedJey & Co, Bush ln 

Jameson, Ann, Sunderland June12 JG & T Marshall, Sunderland 

Jones, Evizanetu, Alexander rd, Holloway May 25 Dutton, Tachbrook st, Pimlico 

Kear.ey, Freperick Cuaetrs, Plymouth, Dentist June 20 Pakeman & Read, 
Tronmonger In 

LronarD, Gronce, Cardiff June 14 Cousins & Co, Cardiff 

Lock, Exiza, Sunningdale gdns, Kensington June 20 Freeman & Son, Foster In, 
Cheapside 

Lorp, Epuusp, Brighton Junei5 Lithgow, Wimpole House, Wimpole st 

Mevversu, Saran Ann, Hambledon, nr Godalming June10 Mellersh, Godalming 

Metvitir, Samur:, Gosport, Hants, Licensed Victualler June 17 Hobbs & Brutton, 
Portsmouth 

Osroryek, Samvet, Quarndon, Derby, Farmer July 8 Sa'e & Co, Derby 

Partincton, Josepx, Higher Broadfield Farm, Heywood, Lancs, Farmer May 31 Banks 
& Co, Heywood, Lancs 

Peek, Matiiva, Stoke, Devonport June 380 Gard, Devonport 

PickrorD, Saran PavipeEn, Beverley, Yorks June10 Bainton, Beverley 

Partuips, Marcaret, Bath June13 Lyne & Co, Newport, Mon 

Pai.uips, WILLiam Wituiams, Bath June 13 Lyne & Co, Newport, Mon 

Preston, ALrRep, Elsworthy rd, Hampstead June 13 Westbury & Co, Old Broad st 

Rastrick, Georce, Woking, Surrey June 23 Newton & Co, Moorgate st 

Bocers, Josern, Newmarket, Solicitor June 8 Rogers & Russell, Newmarket 

Roopuovse, Jostru, Manchester, Linen Merchant June 10 Hewitt & Son, Manchester 

Rupxty, Marianyz, Henley on Thames June 12 Skelton, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Sarcent, Janz, Southport, Lancs June 12 Brown & Co, Southport 

Sukiciey, Roperr Townson, Langride, nr Preston Junel5 Plunkett & Leader, 8t 

Paul’s churchyard 

Sitver, Stepaen Wittiam, Letcombe Manor, nr Wantage, Berks Juue24 Wilde & Co 

College hill 

Sairn, Cuastorre, Southamp‘on June9 Sharp & Brain, Southampton 

Sroxes, CHARuEs, Boscombe, Hants June30 Chandler, New ct, Lincoln’s inn 

Srravs, Joseruixe, Porchester gate, Bayswater May 25 Bartleit, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Tuomrson, Mary Any, Norton Within, Sheffield June5 Vickers & Co, Sheffield 

Show, Apes, Gurnard, I of W, Commission Agent June 2‘ Bailey, jun, Newport, 

o 


Troostwyk, SoLomon, Aberdare gdns, West Hampstead June 9 Driver, Warwick ¢t, 
Gray’s inn 


TunsTa.., Joun, Woodberry Down, Stoke Newington July1 Pilley & Mitchell, Bedford 
row 


Wave, Geonce Hersert, Linden gdns, Chiswick May 25 Bartlett, New sq, Lincoln's 
inn 


Waites, Awxe, West Rounton, Yorks June 13 Waistell, Nortballerton 

Watrers, Mary, Neath,Glam June12 Rees, Swansea 

Wuire, Joux, Keymer, Sussex, Miller May 31 Maynard, Burgers Hill 

Witper, JosepH Russety, Towcester, Northampton June 15 Worthington & Co, 
Nicholas In, Lombard st 

Wituiams, Ausrey, Cleethorpes, Master Mariner June 30 Pickering, Hull 

Wtsoy, James, Preston, Storekeeper June1 Oakey, Preston 

Witson, Joun Cuarves, Oxford, DCL June 10 Dimond & Son, Welbeck st, Cavendish 9 


Wisox, Rosert Henry, Lovg Benton, Nortkumberland, Licensed Victualler June 15 

Mather & Dickinson, Newcastle on Tyne 

Woop, Joun, Blackpool, Licensed Victualler May 31 Butcher, Blackpool 

Worsgeves, Water Grorar Tuurston, Ipswich, Licensed Victualler June 1 Marshall 
pswic 

Wricnt, James, Ridinghouse st, Portland pl June 5 Wood & Sons, Eastcheap 


London Gazette.—Turspay, May 16. 


Acar, Samuurt Hor.incswortn, Henley in Arden, Warwick, Doctor June30 Pinsent 
& Co, Birmingham 
Avyperton, Taomas, Birkdale, Lancs Jaly 3 Smith, Southport 


Aytontmi1, Francis Emanvet, Bexhill on Sea Junel7 Bone & Heppell, Fredericks pl, 
Old Jewry 


Bortier, Carueaine Twispen, Hawkhurst, Kent June 15 Bell & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Basnanu, A AA, Folkestone, Builder June 12 Hall, Folkestone 

Boysry, Axx, Chalfont 8t Peter, Buckingham June 30 Wills, Uxbridge 

Brooxe, Wii.14m, Rotherham, Yorks July1 Marsh & Son, Rotherham 

Cuapman, Isanetia, Sunderland June 20 Storey & Son, Sunderland 

eee waner Emtty, Onslow sq, South Kensington June 24 Fisher & Fisher, Uld 
n si 


Cuirrorp-CuLtwick, Rev Bex) amin, Blagdon, nr Bristol June 15 Carpenter, Durham 
Cinx, Tuomas, Gainsborough rd, Bow May 31 Clink, Harlesden 

Epwarpe, Wittiam Ricumonp, Llanfairwaterdine, Salop May 31 (Green & Nixson, 
Presteign, Radnor 

Eis, Anne, Chesham pl June15 Bischoff & Co, Gt Winchester st 

Forp, Jouy Cusny, Downend, Glos June 24 Wansbrough & Co, Bristol 

Gariick, Ext Hoipen, Churchtown, Southport June 30 Irons, Sheffield 

HaAic, Henry Avexanven, Kensington Park gdns June 30 King & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Haxnisox, Any Hitton, Fairfield, or Manchester June 40 Judson, Manchester 
Hexpersox, Many,Cheltenham June 30 Ticehursts & Co, Cheltenham 








Fisnes, Witiiam Hoxtox, Harrogate June 30 Turnbull & Tilly, West Hartlepool 
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Howsox, Axxiz, West Green rd, South Tottenham June 12 Pumfrey & Son, Paternoster 
June 17 Barrow, Barrow in Furness 


row 
Hoppant, PETER, Barrow in Furness, Stonemason 
Joux, Mary, Acomb, York June 1 Cundall, York 


, James MitcHE.t. Plymouth June 6 Lamport & Co, Newpo 
Law, Tuomas CHar.Es, Padiham, Lancaster, Physician June 1 Creeke & Son, Bernley 


aa, © Falmouth June 24 Jenkins, Penryn, 
Bee, Hannag, Bath July1 Suteliffes, Hebden 


L, Bridge 
=, Wiuutam, Cymmer, Rhondda, Glam, Labourer June 17 Waldrcn & Sons, 


1, Chemist June15 Nash, Swansea 
ay July 3 ——e Gresham House 


ee edi 


iN, 4 James, Black; 
ally Cuargies, H olland 
Saran Ann, Leicester June 17 


Tyne 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, May 12. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Buertz, Reainatp Witiiam, Far Cotton, Northampton, 
_— lessor of Music Northampton Pet May 9 Ord 
Ma 

Cresta, Percy, Whitworth rd, South Norwood, Com- 
mission Agant Croydon Pet "May 10 Ord May 10 

Cane, pastaew, Quarrington a Durham, Grocer 
Durham et May8 Ord May 

Couaa, — yer AM Castle et, 8 comhill, Bookmaker 

hUourt Pet March9 Ord May 8 

Dasonxs, Grorce Parez, Swaffham, Norfolk, Tailor 
King’s Lynn Pet May 8 Ord Ma: ae 

Davigs, , Birkenhead, Cheshire, Auctioneer 

Sd A Oe” yuan High 

Davizs, Davip, Swan erhithe, 

Court Pet May 8 Ord May 
Davis, pe Aareme, am, Coal. Merchant Bangor Pet 
May8 Ord May 

Day, Joun Wittiam, Meir, S*affs men Fireman Stoke 
upon Trent Pet May 10 Ord Ma 

Eooex, Sanaw, and AGNES ee Shefford, Beds, 
Coafectioners Bedford Pet May8 Ord May 8 

Everett, Joun Wituram, Gt wv, Tobacconist Gt 
Grimsby Pet May8 Ord May 

Haw, Wittiam, Sme ~ om —_ "itne West Bromwich 
Pet April 20 Ord May 

oe, ALEXANDER, Walsall Walsall Pet May5 Ord 

5 


y 
Heuxstey, Artavur Witu1am, Small Heath, + aes 
Builder Birmingham Pet May 9 Ord May 
lavy, Harris, Leeds, per Hetefostuner Lends Pet 
May8 Ord Ma 
st, Ac tant High 
Pet 


laws, WILLIAM, inchest 
Court 
Worcester 





tw 
Pet March 24 Ord May 6 
luovow, Witiram, Worcester, Grocer 
May 9 Ord May 9 
~, Tomas Joun, West yh Labourer Sunder- 


Pet May9 Ord May 9 
Movie, Tuomas in LIAM, par wey me Coach Builder 
Wolverham; Pet May9 Ord May 


Newroy, Joan, oe Leeds Pet May 9 O 

Ovogieve, Harey KELLAND, Seadierd, Police Constable 
feeds Pet May9 Ord May 

Owex, Ropert Lea, Prestwich, See Salfurd Pet April 


May 10 
Paraicx, Seqaanan Saint, Wood Green, Tailor Edmonton 
ri13 Ord May 8 
Pack, Roszrt Taomas, Lowestoft, Plumber Gt Yarmouth 
Pet May8 Ord May 8 
Picxarp, Joun rade 4 Tarner’s Hill, Sem, Builder 


Tuabridge Wells Pet May 8 Ora May 8 
Pouurox, Fagperick Wiiiiam, Gorringe Park, Tooti: 
Juaction, Proviaon Dealer Croydon Pet May 8 Ord 


May 

Baer, Georae, Iona, Soe, I of W, Builder Newport 
Pet May 10 Ord May 10 

aakos, Tuomas, Ruyton of the Eleven aes, Salop, 
farmer Wrexham Pet May9 Ord May 

&tp.Moae, James E, King’s Heath, Worcester, Grocer 

m Pet April 11 Ord May 9 
Gnper:, Te amass, Quay Hill, Leeds Leeds Leeds Pet 
y 

Swany, Sous R, Petter, Carriage Builder Sheffield 
PecMay9 Ord Ma 

Taiort, Curistiax, Stroud Green rd, + aed Park, Baker 

‘et May 9 Urd) 

Tayuor, Hagry, Ramsey, Hunts, Baker Peterborough 
Pet May 8 Ord May 8 

Viraut, EmanueL, Pewber?on, wiem, Fine Art Dealer 
Wigan Pet May 10 Ord May 10 

4Ltox, CaarLes Conrap, Joun Eaxest Watton, and 
Sarau Beatrice Watton, Sunderland, Jewellers 


tage Pet May8 Ord May 8 
Witttams, ILLIAM Daniet, Yatradgyolais Brecon, 
Coltier Neath Pet May9 Ord May 9 
Wiutaus, Wintram THomas, Lay mye Merthyr 
, Grocer MerthyrTydtil Pet May 8 Ord Mays 


Wittiam, Pen, Builder 
yl0 Ord May 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Cowan, James Auexaxper, Castle court, Cornhill, Book- 
maker May 23 at12 Bankruptcy bidys, Carey st 
Craver, Bowasp, Wallington, Surrey May 22 at 11.30 
D a, y app, London Bridge 
— mee 1p, Swan ln, Rotherhithe, Dairyman May 22 


™, Canterbury Pet 


Bankru, bldgs, Carey st 

Davina, Gomes otey bide, Carmarthen, Commercial 

by Traveller 20 at 11.15 & Spo —o Carmarthen 
4x8, Tuomas, » Cardigan, 


Coal Merchant J 2 i r melt 4 wyth 

une at owa 

Bag Taouas and Wiuttan Pumzce Davies, Bane 
ers at 

chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester d Crypt 











ScHOLFIELD, MARGARET, 
Sagarp, James, 


rt, [W Srurmay, Henry, Blackheath, 


Ving, Wits, Wi 











une 1 Creeke & Son, Burnley 


Porn Fobacconiat 
StTockHIL., EvLex, ang RH June 24 Fo Pon Malton, orks 
Sraincer, Martsa Kirk, Te Mee | June 9 
Trowsor, Faspeaicx Given, Monopod, Pan Je Solicitor “Jone” Brandras. 
Vixonsr, Fanoxsic, Leeds, Theatrical Manager June 24 Engel, Parson’s Green In, 


illingdon, Sussex, Butcher June 17 Hillman & Burt, Eastbourne 


& Jepson, Manchester 
20 Cooksey, Old Hill, Staffs 


Westminster 


th June 12 
Wa ker, Jane Evizabera, ag | ee . ‘eB 4 Cote w 


_ PorreRTON, “Sai Wale i 
ecg ace ad ~yh ‘hoon + Halliley & & Morrison, Bedford Wane, Sour, Kenley i June 24 Morten & Co, N 
EORGE, e iT 01 armer une 20 sd 
rov0ce, Caruxsixe, Gosforth, Northumberland June 14 Francis & Co, Gateshead on Warrenna, "Joun RopeRt, Dobeross in Miieworth, Yorks, Plasterer May 30 Tanner 


Gack, Groner, Southwold, ry os Stable Keeper May 20 ; A ALexanpER, Walsall Walsall Pet May5 Ord 


.30 Off Rec, 8, King st 

GALBRAITH, Marcaret McKecusir, Barrow in Furness, 
Draper May 24 at 11 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, 
Barrow in Furness 

Gascotanr, James, Malton, Yorks, Tailor May 22 at 4 
74, New! a. Scar! 

Guozce, ery on Tees, Pawnbroker’s Assistant 

2at3 Of Ree, 8, Agi me Middlesbrough 
Green, "Faabeaicx. Coalville May 22 at 12 Off Ree, 1, 


st, Leicester 
Garrritas, Joux, Abbott rd, ram, Grocer May 22 at 


2.30 Baakraptcy bi 
Sem EY, Towa, Pe Staffs, Charter Master May20 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 
es Joax CHARLES, South Shields, — May 20 at 
ff Rec, 30, aye st, Newcastle on T 
Sea ILLIA Longton, ~ a. ”* Commercial 
Traveller May 0 ‘at 11.30 Oe Ben ‘ewcastle 
L me, Staffs 
Eneneses, to - aon, . ng | May 
at ll Westgate chmbrs, Newpo. on 
Jarmarne, Witt1amM Txomas, Lewknor, Oxford, Coa 
chant May 20at12 1, St Aldates, Oxford 
Jerraiss, Joun James Water, Barrow in Furness, 
ibourer May 24at 11.15 Off Res, 16, Cornwallis st, 


Barrow in 
Levy, Hares. Leeds, “ee May 22 at 
1130 Off Rec, 22, > eee 


| 


co, a Eccles, Lancs Salford Pet May 4 Ord 
4 

“Lavy Hanns Land, Slipper Manufacturer Leeds Pet 

| semana Lf Grocer Worcester Pet 


May9 Ord May 9 


Macponap, Kataceen Apa, -_ Bucks, Photo grapher 
Windsor Pet Ma Ord Ma: 


Newroy, Joax, 
Otpateve, Hasry Kevuaxp, Bradfo 
Leeds Pet 


fon, = yey Tuomas, 
leg 
Seema: yo 1mL1am, Gorringe Park 
Junction, Provision 


Rew, Evuia Auperta 
R T Buyton of 
ICHAR' 'HOMAS, 
Farmer Wresham 


Sxereetr, Tomas, 





LITTLRCHILD, Hexny) ¥ Walskea, Nort lk, Boot Dealer | 


May 22 at 1 

Luoyp, Scenes Fietowotey 
at 10 39 

Lowe. | ae eboll, Bot ‘Salts, Grocer May 20 at 11 
Off — 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

LupLow, WituraM, a Grover May 20 at 11.30 45, 
Co st, 


Morais, James Toomas, Maindee, N rt, Builder May 
23 at 11.20 Off Ree, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 
ee rox, Joan, Leeds May 24 at 11 of Rec, 22, Park 


w, Leeds 

O’Batex, Martin, Nelson, Provision Dealer May 26 at 12 
Court house, B 

Ovpaieve, Harry Ketianp, Bradford, Police Constable 
May 22at12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Parry, Joan Picton, Blaenau Fes'iniog, Grocer May 22 

aac at ee chmbrs, =, ~~ - 
eRS, surer’s Agen! ay 
24 at 12 * Baskrayecy beige Carey st 

Satter, Harry Joun, High Holborn, Electrical Engineer 
May 22 at 12 Bankraptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Fish Salesman May 24 at 


soona, James, Halifax, 
Townhall chmbrs, ‘Halifax 

—— ng ee Leeds May 22atil Off Rec, 22, Park 

— yee .— Grocer May 23 at4 Off Rec, 


nor 
Taran, Curistran Stroud Green rd, Finsbury Park, Baker 


May 22 at il Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Waor, Margaret a, Trefriw, Carnarvon, Licensed 
— May 22at3 Crypt *chmbrs, Eastgate row, 


Watton, pasate James, Bradford, Painter May 22 at 3 
Of 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Worse. Gocuree. and Henry Joun Harris, Belvedere, 


erchants May 22at12 115, High st, Rochester’ | 


Wi.xkinson, ALFrep Eowarp Sreeaen, Norwich, Com- | 
— Traveder May wat 12.30 Of Rec, 8, King at, 

Wi.tisams, Besvamin, Skewen, Glam, Trimmer May 20 at | 
11 Off Ree, 31, , Swans a 


ADJUDICATIONS. 





Baatis, Reaisatp Wrutiam, Far Cotton, Reena, | 
— of Masic Northampton Pet May 9 Onl 
a 
paves," Ghtaeem, Nelson, Lanes, I 2 Burnley 
B omy wt Tan ed, Clapham, Ds Manager 
gkacun, Epwarp, Gaw 
w orth Pet March 16 Ord May 8 od 
BoarpMan, Epw B... ye — Bristol, Grocer Bristol | 
Pet April 29 Ord Ma: 
| Cagn. Marrarw, La =e. Durham, Grocer | 


a Epwarp, Wallington, ecten Pet May4 Ord 
Danone, Gnonar Paarez, a. Norfolk, Tailor 


<ing’s Lynn Pet May& Ord May 
Davies, ARTaUR, Cheshire, Auctioneer Bir- 
kenhead Pet May 10 Oni 
Day, Joan Wiiutam, Meir, Staffa, Fireman Stoke 
upon Trent Pet May 10 =? 
E.wovup, Aitgh —-. st, Commission 


“Agent High Bee Apel Od Ord May 9 

Everitt, Joan — Gc Fish Merchant 

Grimab: Pet May 8 Oa uae S ” 
Bournemou 


th, Stationer Poole 
‘Out May eb r Pet 


GrirretTt, 
april 14 


t, Sand , Norwich 
y, Beds, Dentist May 23 | 


TaiceL, CHRISTIAN, 


Taytor, Harry, Ramsey, Hunts, Baker 


Wituiams, Wituiam ‘THomAs, Trvedyrhi' 
Grocer Meters 

Woop, Wittiam, Folkstone, Builder Pet 
10 Ord May 10 


Gotpuas, WitTox amon, Shelton, Staffs 


Man 
Brockienvasst, Henry, Further 
Leicester, Farmer 





| 


Cuar._ton, Tomas, 


| Maaks, Tuomas Joan’ West Hartlepool, Labourer Sunder- 
land Pet 


May9 Ord May9 
lal sradtond, Pol Ord May 9 


‘olice Constable 
May9 Ord May 9 
Lowestoft, Plumber Gt Yarmouth 


tk, T 
Dealer Croydon Pet May8 O 


8 
an. SUA See, 3A W, Builder Newport 


10 Ord Ma 
tn p. Teignmouth, Devon 


25 ry iy: 
the Eleven Towns, Salop, 
Pet May 9 Ord May 9 
Leeds Pet May 8 Ord 


Pet May 


Ma: 
Suewses, Cuartes Dare, Hythe, Keat Canterbury Pet 
April Ord May 9 


, Carriage Builder She ffield 


Green rd, piaany Park, 
Court Pet May9 Ord May9 
Peterburo ugh 


Vv vay A — 1 Fine Art Dealer 

/ITALI, ANUBL, ima, 2 ea 
igan Pet May 10 Ord eS 

Witutams, Witiiam Danret, ¥: is, Brecon, Collier 
Aberavon Pet May9 Ord May 9 


iw, Merthyr Tydfil, 


Pet May8 Ord May 8 
Canterbury Pet May 


y 
Amended notice substituted for that publishe! in the 


London Gazette of May 5: 
om, WILtiiAn, — Licensed Victualler Worcester 
t 


et May 3 Ord May 3 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 


Staffs, Commercial 
Clerk Hanley Ord Oct eS 1904 adjud Oct 17 
1904 Resc and Annal April 19, 1905 
London Gazette.—Turspay, May 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Berurner, Harry, Gore rd, South Hackney, Cotems 
ufacturer 


Court Pet May 11 cate if 
Poultney 


Kilworth, r, Leicester Pet "May = 


Ord May 12 


Brooks, Ganer Jouy, Sesndeny, Butcher Shrewsbury 


Pet May 12 Ord 
Gt rimsby, Herbalist Gt Grimsby 


Pet May 12 Ord 2 hg 

| Curistmas, wy —y oe ton, Boot Deale: 
Brighton Pet May 13 Ord Tay 

| Connon, Dav: — Aberdare, Linder Aberdare Pet 


May 12 Ord May 12 


1 Ord Ma: 
| cule Vocus wt Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Com- 
mercial ‘Traveller Birmingham Pet ba 12 Ord 
May 12 
Curtis, Atraep, Sudbury, Suffolk, Ji Bricklayer 
Colchester Pet May 13° Ord May 13 
| Dixoy, Josern Heyry, 8t Austell, Cornwall, Schoolmaster 
Truro Pet Ma 13° Ord May 13 
Dusois, Fanyy, rd, Dressmaker 
Court Pet May8 Ord May 12 
Epwonps, Pavt Nerrierton, Stroud, Glos, Cloth Merchant 
Gloucester Pet May 12 Ord May 12 
Exuivtt, Gxorce Cuaisroraga, Gansboro, Lincs, General 
Pet May 11 Ord a 
Ex.urott, Wictiam, Sherfield, nr i Hire Carter 
Winchester Pet May 1 mm, Ord a og 28 
Farraa, Gro«ce, Leeds, Cal Leeds Pet May 


Harper, RiowarD Atnear 
Hara ite B 
80", wey Barnsaipe 
Norwica wt Apel 38 "Ord Ord 





11 Ord May 11 


Hares, Josers Henry, Annanda‘e of Pome, Build-r 
Greenwich 


Pet May 11 Ord May 11 

J Glos, Traveller 
Mechanical 

a May 13 


May 11 ne Peak i 














Pet 
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Hopees, Kosert, Cymmer, Glam, Coal Miner Aberavon | Jonzs, Joux, Eccles, Lance May 24 at 2.30 Off Rec, | Fannarn, Grorcr. —— Cabinet {Maker Leeds 
Pet May 11 Ord May 11 Byrom st, lester Mayll Ord May 
oe, 1Lu1aM, Lianharran, Glam, Grocer Cardiff reuse Henry, af Franx Fearman, Hatton 


et May 12 Ord May 12 
Hveues. nage Witi1am, Wigan, Druggist Wigan 
Pet May 11 Ord May 11 
ae... Crria P nag Yorkley, nr gins, Glos, Grocer 
Ne Mon Pet May13 Ord May 
Kemp, Tuomas, Newport, Mon, Colliery i Newport, 
Mon Pet May3 Ord May il ‘ 
Lonepex, Artour Epwix, Eastville, aaa. * anes 
Contractor Bristol Pet May 12 Ord May 
Mapas, Tom, Iford, Essex, Farmer Chelmsford Pet May 
10 Ord Ma: 10 
Mastox, Jons, and Grorer Mastox, aaa Yorks, 
Leeds Pet May al Ord May 
Martruews, Henry, Penarth, Glam, Cab Raiden Cardiff 
Pet May 11 Ord May 11 
Morris, _ Besrietp, Wolverhampton, Insurance 
Agent Wolverhampton Pet May12 Ord May 12 
Myers, Tuomas Arxinson, Rodley, is, Grocer 
Pet May 11 Ord May 11 
Oakes, AnTour Epmunp ALEXANDER, a School- 
master Ipswich Pet May 11 
Eur, Leeds, Slipper Secundieens Manager 
Pet May 12 Ord May 12 
Picxerrxc, Joux Tuomas, Catford, ~~ uammnes Agent 
Greenwich Pet May 12 Ord May 
Repuax, Sam, Bradford, Brewer's "Sess Bradford 
Pet April28 Ord May 12 
Rewpat, Joux, Lady Ma - Kentish Town High 
Court Pet Feb21 Ord March 
Ricuarps, Herseet, Welshpool, “Montgomery, Grocer 
Newtown Pet May1l Ord May 11 
Rocers, Arcxpet Gwrswe, 8t Leonards, Sussex Hastings 
Pet April 28 Ord May 11 
Busse.., Cares, sen, Groombridge, =. Miller 
bridge Wells Pet Mayill Ord May 11 
SHACKLETON, ALBERT, Ingrow, nr Keighley, Yorks, Joiner 
Bradford Pet May13 Ord May 13 
Tacuiarerro & Co, F, St Helen’s pl] High Court Pet 
April19 Ord May 11 
Tate, Tuomas, a Printer’s Manager Leeds Pet May 
10 Ord May 10 
Tavior, Harry Percy, Mansfield. Notts, a Dentist 
Nottingham Pet - 
~" 


May 13 Ord May 13 
Tetree, Tomas, Aberaman, Aberdare, ae 
i Aberdare Pet Pet May 13 Ord May 
Terry, Saucer, Aldershot, Butcher Guildford» et May 
3 Ord May 13 
Tomas, Wittiam, Port — Glam, Farmer Aberavon 


Pet May11 Ord May 
Wapprixertoxs, Tom, Keighley, Yorks, Tripe Dealer Bradford 


OvorskI, 
Leeds 


Tun- 


Ww. el Aaah a heeding de Builder Kingston, 8 
AREES, _. T urre’ 
Pet 4 Ord May . 


Waetivos, Joux Wrisax, and Wittram Rosrysox, 
Leicester Pet May6 Ord May 1i 

Wairt.e. Bac EL, ‘Bolton, Grocer Bolton Pet May 11 
Ord May 1 

Wiiiaxs, ond 1, Aberdare, =, * ae Proprietor 
Aberdare Pet May 12 Ord Ma’ 

Wrzass, Rozeet Grorcz, Denbigh , Victualler 
Bangor Pet May 11 Ord May 11 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 12: 


Watros, Cuazizs Coxzap, Joux Eryest Watrox, and 
Sanam Beatrice Watrtox, Sunderland, Jewellers 
Sunderland Pet May 8 Ord May 8 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Beruwer, Hazer, Gore rd, South > Costumier 

May %ati11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 
Beocxtznvest, Hexey, Further Boultmzy Farm, North 
Leicester, Farmer May 24at 3 Off Rec, 1, 


Brooxs, Hzxey Joux, Shrewsbury, Butcher May 26 at 
11.20 Off , 42, 8t John’s hill, ay 


Bordesley, Birmingham, Baker 
May Batil 191, ‘Gepeutien i, Birmingham 
Cazz, MatTruew, agg Hill, Durham, Grocer May 
at 1145 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 
Casn, Eur, Par nen ag Dreesmaker May 2 at 12 
, Corporation ro a 
Darros Feaxx, ote. Builder May 26 at 11 


st, Birmi 
7 y chinbrs, gl pl, Stockport 
Dvscwu, Faxxr, senpestat rd, Kensington, Dressmaker 
May 24 stil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Eususorr, Grourot Cazisroruzr, Gainsboro 


, Lines, 
June 1 at 12 Off Rec, oP ine 


Isevii Jou, 


Evseett, Joux Wituam, Gt Grimsby, Tobacconist May 
Uati1a Off Rec, St Mary’ # chtnbrs, GH. Grimsby 
Fauuar, Grorcr, Leeds, Cabinet Maker May 24 at 12 Off 
Bee, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Gires, Tuomas, Eotherham. Yorks, Grocer May 25 at 12 
Off Bee, Figtree in, Sheffield 

Gunoory, James Wises, sen, Gt Grimaby May 24 at 11 

Bec, St Mary’s chmbre, Gt Grims 

Hasrez, Bicuaen Areret, Ki 004, Glos. Traveller 
May % 0t 114) Off Rec, &, win st, Bristol 

Hitt, Taouss, Golds Green, West Bromwich, Staffs, Coal 

May 2A at1l 191,Corporation « , Birming- 


ham 
Hovvisort, 
Mas U4 at 


amp 
Bowes, 
Vietualler 


ter 


pies Jonny, Ca: 
Midland outh- 


Milton, Hants, 
Bank chmbre, High «, 
Maser Ass, Morriston, SBwanses, Licensed 
May % at 22) Off Kee, 41, Alexandra rd, 


—_— Witrtam, Gt Winchester st, Accountant May 26 at 
Bankru dgs, Carey st 
sueuaet Arruus Epwiy, Eastville, Bristol, A, Bestia Con- 
ctor May 24 at 1145 Of Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 

Bristol 

Macponatp, Katuiern Apa, Eton, Bucks, Photographer 
May 16at12 14, Bedford row 

Mazks, Tuomas Jonn, West Hartlepool, Labourer May 24 
atll Off Ree, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Masron, Jonny, and Georcr Masrtow, Otley, Yorks, Builders 
May 25 at 12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

MitcuetL, Herpert, Cheadle Hulme. Cheshire, 
Beanpot at 11.30 Off Rec, County chmbrs, Mirker oI <1 

Myers, Semmes Arxinson, Rodley, Leeds, Grocer May 25 
at il Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

NELSON, CHARLES Lucwws, Seven ao Essex, Genera’ 
Carrier May 24 at 12 "Bankruptcy ldgs, Carey st 


Oaxes, AntHur Epmunp ALEXANDER, Ipswich, School- 


er May 24 at 2.30 Off Rec, 26, Princes st, 
pswi 
O.orsk1, Exi, Leeds. Slipper Manufacturer’s Manager 


May 25 at 11.30 Off Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Pickarp, Jouy GrorcE, Turner’s Hill, Sussex, Builder 
May 24 at 12.15 Crown Hotel, East Grinstead 

ons, Micuaet, Burnley, Beamer May 96 at12.15 Court 

ouse, ey 
Repman, Sam. Bradford, Brewer's Assistant May 29 at 
ff Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Rees, Jou~w Mectsovurne, Redhill, Chemist May 26 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 

SHACKLETON, ALBERT, Ingrow, nr Keighley, Yorks, Joiner 
May 26at3 Off Rec, 29, 1 st, ord 

Suepparp, Henry Joan, Cheltenham, Builder 
11.15 County Court bidgs, Cheltenham 

Spexce, Samvue. Georee, Ilkeston, Artificial Teeth Manu- 
facturer May 24at3 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Sree.e, Georce Henry, Longton, "Butcher May 2 at 12 
Off "Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Swasy, ARTHUR, Doncaster, Carriage Builder 
12.30 Off Rec, Figtree in, in, Shettield 

Tate, THomas, Leeds, P s Manager May 24 at 11.30 

Off Rec, 22, Park row, y vu 

Tuompsos, Barpcget Wipow, and Wiiiiam Txompson, 
Wheyrigg, Wigton, Cumberland, Farmers May 26 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

ViTau, EMANUEL, Pemberton, Wigan, Fine Art Dealer 
May 24at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Wappixcton, Tom, Keighley, Yorks, Tripe Dealer May 
29 at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, radford 

Waker, Freperick Vixc ENT, Bromfelde rd, Clapham, 
Dentist May 24 at 11 Lege ooregeey We bldgs, Carey at 

Watton & Betcuer, Sheffield rrowfat Pea Growers 
May ati Off Ree, Figtree 1 In, Sheffield 

WELLMAN, ARCHIBALD, Weymouth , Fruiterer May 25 at 2 
Of Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Waeetvox, Jous Wiiuiam, and Wirt.iam Rosinson, 
Leicester, Jewellers May 24 at 12.30 Off Ree, 1, 
Berridge ‘st, Leicester 

WHITTLE, SaMvet, Bolton, Grocer May 25 at 3.30 19, 
veveng be t, Bolton 

WILLiaMs ILLIAM Tuomas, Troedyrhiw, Merthyr Tydfil, 
Grocer May 24at12 135, High st, Merthyr Ty ani 

Witsos, Cuarces Ernest, Birmi ham, Baker aay 26 
at12 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Woon, Wituam, Folkestone, Builder June 8 at 9.30 Off 
Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Basyett, Witi1am, Hambrook, nr Emswortb, Hants, 
Naval Pensioner Portemouth Pet March 20 Ord 
yl 
Barter, Fraxx C, Palewell Park, aged Sheen, Surrey 
Wandsworth Pet Nov23 Ord ‘May 11 
Batue, Jons Witirsm Ross, Handel mann, Brunswick 
sq High Court Pet Febi4 Ord May 
Becker, Gzorce, Union ct, Broad st, aden High 
Court Pet March 31 Ord May 12 
Bevv, Feascis Carsvutt, —, st, Manchester sq 
igh Court Pet Nov5 Ord May 
Beater, Harzy, Gore Bouth Hackney, Costume 
Manufacturer High Court Pet May 11 Ord May 11 
Boortn, Watrzer Jouy, Liv 1 rd, Islington, Corn Mer- 
chant High Court Pet a ai Ord May 12 
BeocxLenvugst, Hewry, North Ki , Leicester, Farmer 
Leic- _- Pet May 12 Ord May ia 12" in 
Buemas, Insury ay ping m, Baker 
Birmingham April 28 Ord May 
CasrentTer, Pexc : “gouth N. Norwood,  Comaaigion Agent 
Croydon_ Pet May 10 Ord May 12 
Cc manent Tuomas, Gt Grimsby, Herbalixtt Gt Grimsby 
Pet May 12 Ord May 12 


May 25 at 


May 25 at 


Common, Te Ban erdare, Builder Aberdare Pet May 12 
12 

Coorns, hal eg Shore, Blackpool Preston Pet 
May 11 Ord May 11 

Cumr, Feawx Hamiyw, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Com- 
medial Traveller Birmingham Pet May 12 Ord 

Cr oan : Sudbury, Suffolk, Jobbing Bricklayer 
Colchester Pet et May 13 Ord May 13 


Davey, Rorext, Sparkhill , Wessester, Baker Birmingham 

Pet March 2% Ord May ll 

Davins, Davin Swan In, Rotherhithe, Dairyman High 

Court Pet May& Ord May 12 

Devanoy, Issac Wanturey, Beckenham, Dairyman 

Croydon Pet May 6 Ord May 12 

Dicnimson, Joszen, York, Draper York 
May 12 


Pet April 5 
Ord 





Hvouns, Veevenice Wisin, Wigan, Druggiet Ma 
4 19, Exchange 4, polton asian 
W H, Gun « oy! ome Se Publican May 2 at 11 
, Can 
Jamun, Acevet Uxceres, Gralithorne, Haff ao ke May | 
Beti2 Off Bee, King “cet — 


Jurreuns, Avice Bacar: thr = 
at 2) Bankruytoy bidgs sale | 


| Es: ome Sauan, and Acuxs Tuourson, Bhefford, Boles, Con- 
i 


Dixons, Joszru Henny, Bt. Austell, Spam, Schoolmastes 
Truro Pet May 14 Ord May 13 


ectioners BeAtord Pot May & Ord May 1 

Euusorr, Gronon Cuniwrornen, Lino, General 
Dealer Lincoln Pet May 11 Ord May 11 

or Roenqucke, Contractor 


Hatton gdn, Builders High Court Pet March 30 On 

y 12 

Haire, Josern Henry, Senin, Builder Greenwich 
Pet May 11 Ord May 11 

Hawkine, Epwarp, 1 Devon, Builder Exeter Py 
May 18 Ord May 13 

Hay, Rosert, Newcastle on Tyne, Manufacturing Dry. 
salter Newcastle on Tyne Pet April18 Ord May9 


Heminstry, Arraur Wi.uram, Green In, Small FH 
arwick, Builder Birmingham Pet May 9 
y 12 


Hicks, GrorGe, jun, Rew, nr rg mag Market Gardenge 
Dorchester Pet May 11 Ord May 

Hopes, Rosert, *, Glam, Coal ‘Miner Aberavon 
Pet May 11 Ord May 

Hosxine, Witiam, ‘Llanharran, Glam, Grocer Cardiff 
Pet May12 Ord May 12 

Hueerns, Wiiiiam, tevton, Essex, 
Pet March 15 Ord May 12 

Huaeues, Frepraick Witiiam, Wigan, Druggist Wigs, 
Pet May 11 Ord Mav 11 

JaRMAINE, WILLIAM THomas, Lewknor, Oxford, Coal Mer 
chant Aylesbury Pet April 29 Ord Mayl11 

Jounson, Cetia Emma, Yorkley, nr Lydney, Glos, Groce 
Newport, Mon Pet May 13 Ord May 13 

Kemp. Tuomas, Newport. Mon, —_—? Agent Newport, 


Mon PetMay3 Ord May 1 
Hy Ilford, Farmer ‘Chelmsford Pet May 10? 
1 


Builder High Court 


rd May 

Maston, Jonny, and Georcs Masrtow, Otley, Yorks, Buildes 

Leeds Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

Martruews, Hensy, Penarth, oe Cab Proprietor 
Cardiff Pet May 11 Ord May 

Menzizs, Wacrer Huser, Small * Heath, Birmingham, 
Tailor Birmingham Pet April5 Ord ‘May 12 

Morris, Witt1am Benrie_p, Wolverhampton, Insurance 
Agent Wolverbampton Pet May12 Ord May 12 

Oakes, AgTauR Epmunp ALEexanpeER, Ipswich, School 
master Ipswich Pet Mayi1l Ord May 11 

Ouorsk1, Ex, Leeds, Slipper Manufacturer’s Manager 
Leeds Pet May12 Ora May 12 

Orcan, CuagLes, Swansea Swansea Pet April 12 On 


y 13 

Owen, ta Lorros, Eldon st, or ta Engineer High 
Court Pet April 11 rd May 1 

Parsick, JonatuHan Saint, High ae wa Green, Tailor 
Edmonton Pet April13 Ord May 

Paruurs, Saran, Cardiff, General Outfitter Cardiff Pet 
April 19 O:d May 12 

PiokerinG, Joun Tuomas, Keston gdns, Catfcrd, Commis- 
sion Agent Greenwich Pet iv 12 Ord May 12 

Regs, Joan erro Redhill, Surrey, Chemist Croydon 
Pet May5 Ord Ma: 

Ricuarps, HERBERT, Welshpool, Montgomery, Grocer 
Newtown Pet Mayll Ord May 11 

Russet, Cates, sen, Groombridge, Sussex, Miller Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet Mayi1l Ord May 11 


e _E* 


SMYRNA 








Recognised 
MARKET for 


ORIENTAL 
CARPETS 
and RUGS 


LARGEST SELECTION 
IN THE WORLD 


Compare Prices 


Tottenham Court Road London 





Busen, Witsian, Bherfield, 
Winchester Pet May 14 Ord May 14 


MAPLE & CO 





| FEES; 
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sasoesarox, Awpest, Ingrow, nr an, ae Yorks, Joiner 
Bradford Pet May13 Ord May 13 
Ture, THOMAS, a Printer’s Manager Leeds Pet May 


10 Ord May 
mnon, Hasry "Fancy, Mansfle Nee - oe Fotis, * neni Dentist 


qurton, Tuomas Mencuant, lower ‘Aadeed, Surrey, 
er Croydon Pet March 7 Ord May 12 
Tren, THOMAS, Aberaman, Aberdare, G , Oey 
Repairer Aberdare Pet May13 Ord May 13 
Tuomas, WiLLiam, Port + ae Glam, Farmer Aberavon 
Pet May 11 Ord May 1 
RIDGET, any Ticesen Tuompson, Wh 


Wigton, a Farmers Carlisle Pet v6 
Ord May 

WALTers, Sons F, Twickenham, Engineer Brentford Pet 
March 3 


rd May 11 
WARRICK, Fob n & Live i Provision Merchant 
ay ll 


Liverpool Pet Dec15 O; 

Waretpon, Joun Wriiiam, and Wiriam Rosrnson, 
Leicester, Jewellers Leicester Pet May 6 Ord 
May 11 

ens, Samvue., Bolton, Lancs, Grocer Bolton Pet 
May 11 Ord May 11 

Wwesry. Gzorce Joun, Ashley Down, a. Commission 

t Bristol Pet May5 Ord May1 

Wouams, Davip, Aberdare, Glam, Brake Proprietor 
Aberdare Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

Wuuams, Ropegt Grorce, pa, Licensed Victualler 
Bengor Pet Mayll Ord May 

Woor, ey Ki st, _ Furniture 
Dealer High Court PetMarch 29 Ord May 11 








] AW.—Solicitor (aged 24; unadmitted; a 
Public School man ; articled in country) Desires 
Clerkship in a good country office; six years’ 

in town and country; can commence immedi- 

+ aery moderate.—Apply, C. C. Kexiiy, Ross, Here- 





AW.—B.A. London, admitted 1898, De- 

sires yee md one. London or Provinces ; : 

and General Practice; accustomed to acting 

without supervision ; references to leading City and West- 

minster firms ; moderate te salary.—8., 16, Victoria-mansions, 
Willesden Green, N.W. 


AW PARTNERSHIP. — Yorkshire. — 
Wanted to Purchase, Partnership or Practice, in a 
West Riding.—Full particulars in contidence to X., EB. Co: 
&80ns, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


jANAGING CLERK (33) Desires Clerk- 
ship in Country; 16 years’ experience with first-class 
London firm ; Ta and General Practice ; salary 
£150 to commence.—C., 19, Mexfield-road, East Putney, 











anon CLERKSHIP or Clerkship 

Guntab "MA aged 8, admitted 908, « ith xperience 2 

, i 1 with ¢e in 

ae cing and General offices in the country.— 

M. 10, — Journal’’ Office, 27, Chancery-lane, 
london, W 





pe eOrToR | (aged 33), now and for last nine 
years in ree on own account, Desires to Purchase 
Share in established Practice in Manchester or other part of 
South Lancashire, or in North Cheshire; Share required must 
be calculated to produce £500 to £600 perannum; Advertiser 
hasa growing practice, and his connection would be 7 aw 
valuable if he were a member of well-established ; he 
is accustomed to Convey eo and 
General Practice, and is a Hey worker ; any communica- 
tion will be —— gS in the strictest confidence ; One 
references.—Apply, Box 824, “ Solicitors’ Journal ” 

%, Chancery-lane, W.c. 


T° TOWN CLERKS.—A Barrister with 
practical training in the work of a leading Local 
Authority and good general legal experience, including 
Education i desires Appointment in town clerk’s office. 
—a .» Box 106, Sell’s Advertising Offices, Fleet- 


()FFICES (three minutes from Museum 

Station on the Tube).—Excellent Suites, in new fire- 
proof building, with passenger lift and e 
venience; specially suitable for sfeasiona firms; rents 
from £75'to £200 per annum, inclusive.—Further partiou- 
lars, see Hall Porter, on building, Oakley House, 14, 16, 
and 18, and 18, Bloomsbury-street, W.C. 


FFICES to Let at 30 and 31, New Brid, 
street, E.C.—Two excellent Front Rooms, rent £75, 
and Two Back Rooms, £60, or £125 the four; good light; 
separate entrance to each room; wired for electric li t; 
can be decorated to suit tenant.- ‘Apply G. Brinsixy & oN, 
, at same address, 











con- 








imPORTANT To suLioiTore. 
ENQUIRIES made in DIVORCE and r— ACTIONS by 


‘Costs Drawn and Sotto, REGISTRATIONS 
and BEARCHES made of every Desori RITS 
Served, PROCESS of ali kinas, TEMPO RY CLERKS. 
SHORTHAND WRITERS, and TYPISTS sent out by the 
hour or day. 

BRIDGSE & Co., 

LAW STATIONERS AND PRINTERS, 
93 CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 














MERRYWEATHERS’ “ VALIANT ” . STEAM 


PUMP AT WORK. 


MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
To COUNTRY MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


Write for Illustrated Pamphlet No. 829%. 
MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO HM. 


The ‘*‘ VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumpiag Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c. 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARK’ 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TO-— 





Earl Fitzhardinge. E. W. Harcourt, Esq. 
Lord Gifford. Earl Scarborough. 
Lord Pirbright. Baron F. Waring Rothschild . 
Sir Edward Malet (Monaco). | Hon. D. W: 
Sidney Harrison, Be. J.P. | Sir Philip Egerton. 
Wilberforce Bryant, Miss A 

MincKeaie, Esq., &c., &e. 





THE KING. 











THE LAW ASSOCIATION. 


For the Benefit of Widows and Families of Solicitors in the Metropolis and Vicinity. 
INSTITUTED 1817. 


The E1cuty-r1GHTH ANNUAL GENERAL Court will be held at the Law Socrery’s Haut, on 


Tvuespay, the 30r# May, 1905 


AGENDA. 
To Receive from the Board of Directors a Report and Statement of Accounts for the 


past year 
To Elect Officers for the ensuing year, and on General Business. 
The Chair to be taken at Two o’clock precisely. 


By Order of the 


55, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


Board, 
E. EVELYN BARRON, Seeretary. 





O PARENTS and GUARDIANS. — 


> ° Se ie 


mi sete as .— Apply, 820, licitors’ jae “ 2, 





fo eg ee (Parliament-street).—To 

Engineers, and others.—T wo capital Light 

Offices to sy on the Third Floor, rent £90 per annum, 

inclusive ; ig | several others in best part of Victoria-street. 

—Apply, J E. Suits, Estate Agent, 28, Victoria-street, 
‘Westminster. 


AW. — GREAT Gavin i. — For proms pt 
it 25 it. wi off the foll 
oe 





s. a. 
Abstracts Copied oo +» 0 8 per sheet 
Briefs and Drafts iia «. 2 3 per 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand .. .. 0 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted ~ «. 2 O per sheet. 

0 


Full Co 2 - 
PAPER Moolsoay, 1a." Draft, id. ditto; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


O SOLICITORS, Trustees, and Others.— 

A well-known Firm of Auctioneers (established a 

conte) is willing to Undertake the Collection of Rents 
t of Estates 2 terma.- 


per sheet; 
skin. 





Ht to Fizip & ALS A te Agents, 
No. 1, Vernon-place, square. 





OUR REMINGTON TYPEWRITERS 
ie, oe. prc 0 yuma, oF 
would divide.—May, 1, 1, Chichester-rents, 


OUND INVESTMENTS.—To pay 7} per 
cent.—Three Shops and Premises ia nied Riad 

London fare, let on leases at £180, for long 
term at £6 ground-rent each ; price £2,100. Freehold Grounds 
rents, to pay 4 Ey ag yy Yearly and ped 
~vis., 8. annum.--For par 
and other South Eooden for 


of above 
investment or occu apply to A. ny Casraa, 





| ecel, Uneer Bneeed” _ — Ss 





UDGATE HILL. —First yew Olees To 
the of whieh are im the front ‘gould be divited ; 7 
Office on Third Floor ; — Farther of H. 
Maazxs, Surveyor, 19, Ladgate hill, E.C. 


Use INN, Strand (overlooking 
Law Courts). me Solicitors, ys 

Surveyors, on oe. a Suites of Offices t 

Let, a 





One to Boag cae —For Beats 
= apply Assert Cacuypatt & Oo., 





EXPERIENCED TYPIST (not Shorthand), 
Copying and Plans ; vious situations eleven and a 

half and three and a years ; 28; life abstainer ; 

about 35s.—Tagran, 27, Fa’ Kennington. 


FALLEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


Limireo. 
PRINTERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Panuiamentary Bris, Mixurss or Evipeycs, Booxs oF 
Rersaenck, StaTeuents or Cia, Axswans, &c., &c. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


Aed all General and Commercial Werk. 
Every description of Printing. 


NORWICH STREET, FETTER LAME, LONDON, £.C. 
TEs © OPrPrrcs. 
S UJ N LAW COURTS BRANCH: 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
FUNDS IN Bane - - £32,563,000. 
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Telephone: 602 Holborn. 
EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 
Founpep 1x THe Reiex or Wirit1am & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LEVEB SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


BY Sea. AUTHORITY 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKSand FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Snare Cextiricates, Desentures, &c., engraved and 
printed. Orrictat Szacs designed and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO.,|« 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 

Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


BRAND'S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALIDS. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 
Flasks, pr 2/6. 
SOLD EVERYW HERE. 











In 2. price 


BRAND & CO.. Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 
An admirable Food of the 


EPPS’S 


Finest quality and flavour. 


COCOA 


Nutritious and Economical. 


ASKELYNE’S NEW HOME OF 
MYSTERY, 8t. George’s Hall, adjoining the Queen’s 








Hall —THE COMING RACE, founded upon Lord Lytton’s 
weird novel, beautiful and startling magical effects. Every 


Ew at82) Matinees, Wednesdays and Saturdays, at 
oon Pesstch ot 8 and 2. 20 by a brilliant display of Ani- 
mated Photographs. 








S. FISHER, 188, Strand. 


Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS ~ YN ~ DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merioneth. 





Classes only. 

TERMS: From Six Guivzas a WEEK. 
Shooting—Well preserved, over 30,000 acres. 
Fishing—24 miles, including trout, sewin, and salmon. 
References— 

Dr. Gzo. Savaaz, 3, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
square, W. 
Dr. D. Faso, 34, Cavendish-square, W. 
For Prospectus, &c., apply— 
Dr. M. WALKER, J.P., 
Plas-yn-Dinas, Dinas Mawddwy. 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Catia, under the Act and privately. 


Yor Terms, &c., apply to 
? gD. o. S508, BASS. &c., 
7 


Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmansworTs. 


INEBRIETY. 


SELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 
ee Attendant : —— SEVESTRE, M.A., 
(Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
area of os Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 
Legal and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 











For Gentlemen of the Upper to 


By order of Trustees. 
To Reversi —— Ae tS and others. 


MESSES. J. & R. KEMP. e CO. will offer 
for ee by 3 gag d the MART, Token. 
house-yard, E.C., on FRIDAY, NE 2, 1905 at TWo 
mk a the valuable and 7 BARLY REVERSION 
EHOLD ESTATE, NURTH SIDE, CLAPHAM 
ON, comprising about acres, at present 
inadequately covered by - Fata residences, &c., prod 
a a of about £1,000 Bay! annum, the rectangular site 
frontages of over feet to both Clapham Commog 
sak ieee road, possesses great facilities for building 
phos The property is let at a nominal ground-rent of 
£9 per annum on a lease which will expire, and artual 
ssession of the property accrue, in less than nine yeary 
ime. Present vacant possession of No. 16, North-side wil] 
ms included in the sale. 
ng an, and conditions of sale of Messrs. Rawle, 
Scents , Solicitors, 1, Bedfurd-row, W.C.; at the 
Mart; and of Mesars. J. oa R. Kemp & Co., Auctioneers, 
&c., 125, High Holborn, W 


PERIODICAL SALES. 


ESTABLISHED 1843. 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
{successors to » Milner, & Co.) conduct 
PERIODICAL SALES of 


REVERSIONS peeite and ee " 
eres and ANNUIT 


Shares and Debentures, 
Mo: Debts and Bonds, and 


Kink Interests, 
on the FIRST and THIRD THURSDAYS in each month 
throughout the year, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C, 
The appointments fixed for 1905 are as follows :— 
Thursday, Sept. 21. 
Oct. 5. 





Thursday, June 1. 

Thursday, June 15. Thursday, 

Thureday, July 6. F eee ma Oct. 19. 
ursday, July 20. Thursday, Nov. 2. 

Thursday, August 3. Thursday, Nov. 16. 

Thursday, August 17 Thursday, Dec. 7 

Thursday, Sept. 7. Thursday. Dec. 31. 





Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. Telegrams, ‘“‘ Invar 
ably, London.” Tel. Nos. 999 Bank, and 8539 Central, 





HOWE for LADIES ADDICTED to INEBRIETY, 


Hillsboro’ House, Upper Clapton. 





Mrs. Bramwett Bootn has a few VACANCIES for 
Voluntary Patients in the above ‘‘Home.’ Most ae gr 
results.— Particulars as to terms, &c., on application to 
Chief Secretary, 259, Mare Street, Hackney. 





Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 
For the Treatment of Gentlemen von nay fone Inebriety 





and Abuse of Drugs. In a most healthy, pi ae -_ 
secluded part of ae country, 1} hours from 
about 400 feet above sea-level; 10} Pohang coamaee 


Heated by hot-water apparatus. ‘pint trie light + Boe erg 
Healthy Boome pat hong and recreation. Workshops, Poultry 


Farm, Gardeni Cricket, Tennis, Golf, Lib » Music, 
Billiards, Dark om for Photography, ke. Patients may 
enter under the Acts or privately. Terms: 13-3 Guineas. 


Electric Light and Heat Baths, &c.—Apply to 
Resipest Mepicat SuPperinTENDENT Or SECRETARY. 


PERIODICAL PROPERTY AUCTIONS. 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
beg to announce that their PROPERTY AUCTIONS 
are held at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on the first and 
third Wednesdays in every month throughout the year. 
The dates fixed for 1905 are as follows :— 
Wednesday, June 7. Wednesday, Sept. 20. 
Wednesday, June 21. Wednesday, Oct. 4. 
Wednesday, July 5. Wednesday, Oct. 18. 
Wednesday, July 19. Wednesday, Nov. 1. 
Wednesday, August 2. Wednesday, Nov. 15. 
Wednesday, —s 16. Wednesday, Dec. 6. 
Wednesday, Sept. 6. Wednesday, Dec. 20. 
gee solicitors, and trustees having properties a 
sale fully invited to communicate with 
ceuctlonineen, at their Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E, ¢. 
Telegrams: “‘ Invariably, “bandon.” ae Nos. 999 Bank, 
mtra 


AUCTION SALES. 


\ ESSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 
uu take place PERIODICALLY, at the MART, and 
iat every description of Property. Printed terms can 
. application at their Offices. . Field, & 

4 Surveys of all kinds, and give special 








Treatment of Ieebriety and the Drug Habit 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
ST. MARGARET’S, EAST TWICKENHAM, 8.W. 
(Private Home, Licensed, and under Governm: nt 
Supervision.) 

Gentlemen are received either under the Act, or as Private 
Patients, Special Arrangements for Professional and Busi- 
ness Men, to whom time is an ubject. Boatng, Tennis, 
Cycling, Billiards, &c. 

For ‘Terms apply Resipent Mevicat Surewixrenpent. 


TFOOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
4 Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except ept Sundays), 

from 9 4.m. until sunset. A ion 1s., M 

Children always 6d. Ladies or gentlemen may be poe 

Fellows of the society. Entrance fee £5. Annual sub- 

scription £3, or composition fee £35.—For particulars apply 

to the Secuerary, 3, Hanover-square, W 


MM BSeee. FURBER 
(late Furber, Price. & Furber) 
“BU RVEYORs, VALUERS, AUC PION GERS, LAND 
nd ESTATE aye 
(Retabli hed nearly #0 years) 
Will held SALES of LANDED EsTATES, Building 
Land, Town and Country Houses, Ground-rents, Rever- 
sions, Life Policies, Shares. &c., at the 
Avcrion Maxr, Toxennouse paan, E.C., 
On the following es —_ _— viz 
Fri., June 9 y1 "Phurs., Nov. 2 
Tues., June 13 Fr duly Fri., Nov. % 
12 
And on are dates by arrangement. 
Terms for the inclusion of property may be had upon 
application to 
a, So 
and 3, Warwick-court, Gray's-inn, W.0. 











Telephone : 1008 Holborn. 





tt and Compensation Claims. Offiees 
54, vom High , and 52, Chancery-lane, W.C 


\ EATHERALL & GREEN, 
Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, and Land Agents, 

22, CHANCERY LANE W.C. 

(Te is by a 555, Holborn), 





Will hold BALES - AUCTION at the MART, on 
May 22, uly 10, Nov. 4, 
June 5 | July 24, Nov. 20 
June 19, Dee. 11 





Oct. 16, 
of LANDED and HOUSE PROPERTIES, Ground-ren's, 
Reversions, &c. Messrs. Weatherall & Green undertake 
and advise on compensation and rating cases, and valuations 
for all purposes. 
ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & DAW, 
- AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUERS, 
Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 
IRONMONGER LANE, CHEAPSIDE, E.C., 
and 308, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W. 
(Established 1773.) 
Telephone Nos.—* 5964 Bank,’’ “‘ 130 Streatham. 
Telegrams —“ Oldest, London.” 








rOLLes, HORSEY,SONS, & CASSELL, 


11, BILLITER SQUARE, LONDON, E.C. 
Established 1807. 
AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, AND SURVEYORS 
or 
MILLS AND MANUFACTORIES, 
PLANT AND MACHINERY, 
WHARVES AND WAREHOUSES. 


Telegraphic . ——_ ~* Futian, Hornsey, I+ 
Telephone No, 746 Avenun, 


WNDON, 
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